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A first meeting of lifelong learning network (LLLN) members, organized by the
RIKEN Brain Science Institute (BSI), Japan, as part of a larger OECD-CERI
project, designed to link educational policy making with basic neuroscience,
was held on December 11th and 12th in Yokohama, and attended by 50
participants including members of the network, OECD delegates,
representatives of the Japanese government, educators, brain scientists and
journalists.
The programme was divided into three sessions (learning in infancy, learning
in childhood and learning across life, with a science and education dialogue
attached to each) followed by a strategy meeting. The dialogues were
intended to discover common ground between basic neuroscientists and
educators, with a view to forming a strategic platform upon which to formulate
and build educational policy. The strategy meeting itself, on December 11th,
was designed to draw together arguments from the preceding three dialogues
into a set of concrete proposals for action. A short business meeting was
also held before the strategy meeting to inform network members of funding
arrangements for the network.
In the strategy meeting the wide-ranging discussion of sessions I-III was
reduced to five core activities under the heading “creating a new field”:
1
Clarification of complexity,
2
Dissemination of information,
3
Research collaboration,
4
The development and ethical supervision of novel research,
5
Management of 1) to 4) above, with commitment to a second
meeting in December 2003 or January 2004.
As a means of defining the boundaries of a new field of brain science relevant
to lifelong learning and the development of educational methods and policies
within those boundaries, the five activities plan was welcomed by the meeting.
Given the time constraints, however, attention focused on activities 1) to 3).
With regard to 2) the meeting was advised by Bruno della Chiesa
(OECD/CERI) and Emile Servan-Schreiber (consultant to the OECD) of plans
for an OECD managed website to serve all areas of the project, including
the LLLN. The idea of a science writer or number of science writers to
facilitate communication of research findings to a wider audience was also
welcomed by the meeting.
It was further decided that the next meeting will again be in Japan and that
educators will lead it with scientists participating in the dialogue sessions.
This report was prepared by Dr. Michael Miller (Senior Adviser, BSI) with the
assistance of Bonnie Lee La Madeleine and requests for further details and
enquiries should be sent to:
michael-miller@brain.riken.go.jp
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[Editorial comments and explanations in the text are enclosed in square
brackets.]
%UDLQ6FLHQFH,QVWLWXWH 5,.(1 
0DUFKVW
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The presenters’ own synopses of research are provided as abstracts at the
beginning of each session summary, followed by questions and answers.
The science and education dialogue is then used to draw connections
between authors’ findings and comments from the audience for the whole
session. In this way we present an overall view of the meeting, as intended to
establish a network of educators, education policy makers and
neuroscientists; rather than a detailed commentary on the research presented.
A summary of opening remarks from three speakers, representing BSI
(RIKEN), OECD/CERI and MEXT, is also presented.
Masao Ito (BSI, Japan), Bernard Hugonnier (OECD/CERI, France) and
Masayuki Inoue (MEXT, Japan)

2SHQLQJUHPDUNV


0DVDR ,WR, as Director of BSI, opened the meeting and
introduced its central purpose of creating “collaboration
between learning sciences and brain research on the one
hand, and researchers and policy-makers on the
other . . ..”1. 

The aim was to establish how the mind grows to establish a conscious self.
And because it retained a great deal of plasticity, we could continue to learn
throughout life. The network aimed to find answers to three questions:
1
How does environment influence early brain development in terms
of neural structures, sensory functions and behavior?
2
How do children grow in terms of speech, sensory motor functions,
emotion, learning of art and music and frontal cortical functions?
3
How can we maintain learning in aged people, restore lost function
in age-damaged brains and live well in an information based
society?
To answer these three questions the network addressed learning issues in
infancy and childhood, and neurocognitive decline in older adults.
In the present meeting there were three sessions. Each followed by a
science and education dialogue offering an opportunity for discussion. And
on the second and final day (December 11th) a strategy meeting would be
held to discuss how the network might grow and develop.

1
Preliminary synthesis . . . first high level forum on learning sciences and
brain research”, New York: Sackler Institute, 16-17 June 2000, 3.
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%HUQDUG +XJRQQLHU (left), OECD emphasized Masao Ito’s
statement of central purpose, and described it as being to
“build a community of interest”. The OECD was a forum of
30 member countries, with a further 40 nations involved,
and its purpose was to share experience and improve
economic policy.
 
The Centre for Educational Research and Innovation (CERI) was newly
created. The directorate had been set up only three months before, and it
had seven major objectives:
1
To re-think the nature and uses of human capital.
2
To have a vision of education in the future.
3
To ask how to manage the increasing volume of knowledge and to
understand its role in society.
4
To better understand the internationalization of educational services.
5
To recognize special educational needs, such as learning and
physical disabilities, and to work to incorporate these needs into
education. As part of this it was also necessary to understand the
roles of public and private education.
6
To encourage innovation in education.
7
To apply brain research to educational theory and practice.
There were three basic reasons for looking at these issues:
1
2
3

Research suggested that one out of six children hated school,
Citizens as consumers of education were not satisfied with the
services on offer.
We were not properly exploiting children’s own learning abilities.
We were not encouraging them to use their own brains. On the
PISA 2 scale, for example, significant numbers of children in the
industrialized countries were not, in terms of education, adequately
prepared for working life.

Attrition in the teaching profession was very high. Eleven per cent of
teachers changed jobs within a year and 39% within five years. Teachers in
England, when surveyed, cited poor pupil behaviour and excess work as the
main reasons for leaving the profession. It was obviously necessary to
make teaching more attractive as a profession. And better understanding of
how the brain worked would make teaching more effective. Bernard
Hugonnier then summarized the various social and individual factors at work
[Figure 1] and asked how educators could bridge the gap between the two
sorts of economy within the four parameters of: fewer welfare resources,
more individualist patterns of consumption, increasing social responsibility
and a society . . . increasingly information driven.

2
Programme for International Student Assessment: survey of the knowledge
and skills of 15 year olds in the principal industrialized countries. See
www.pisa.oecd.org.
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More individualism
Most advanced economy

Less welfare state

&KDQJHLQWHDFKLQJPHWKRGV
'HYHORSPHQWRIOHDUQLQJVFLHQFHV
Lagging behind economy

FIGURE 1

More social responsibility

&KDQJHLQKDUGFRPSHWHQFLHV
'HYHORSPHQWRIVRIWFRPSHWHQFLHV

Information society expanding

The aim in making such a bridge was, on the demand side, to encourage
students to learn more and to be more independent learners. And on the
supply side, to improve the quality of teaching. Thus improving the
utilization of human capital.
The interests of the following speaker, 0DVD\XNL ,QRXH, as Senior Deputy
General of MEXT, were more local; reflecting the concerns of a policy maker
with pressing issues in both science research and education design. Mr.
Inoue declared that he had prepared a speech but, having heard the other
two speakers, he was going to present his thoughts extemporaneously. He
listed words associated with creativity – that he had read in the Nobel
Museum: “meeting, communication, contact, chaos, networking, slump, vision,
disrespect and diversity”. He then drew attention to educational problems in
Japan including the collapse of classroom discipline, learning disability,
truancy, lack of incentive and language learning difficulties. Furthermore he
thought that while opening minds was the goal of education, administrators
also needed to learn to answer problems, have better access to resources
and a better feedback system.
As to his own ministry: MEXT had a four year plan (2001-5) for the strategic
support of four areas: life science, the environment, nanotechnology and the
material sciences. But his own personal interest was in language learning
around the ages of 10-12, and he hoped to discover more about this in the
meeting.
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6HVVLRQ,OHDUQLQJLQLQIDQF\

Janet F. Werker (left) with Athena
Vouloumanos (University of British
Columbia, Canada)
%RRWVWUDSSLQJIURPVSHHFKLQWR
ODQJXDJHQHXUDODQGEHKDYLRXUDO
IRXQGDWLRQV
 


,Q  ZH SURYLGHG WKH ILUVW HYLGHQFH UHYHDOLQJ D FKDQJH LQ VSHHFK
SHUFHSWLRQLQWKHILUVW\HDURIOLIHIURPODQJXDJHJHQHUDOWRODQJXDJHVSHFLILF
SKRQHWLFSHUFHSWLRQ :HUNHU 7HHV 7KLVUHFRQFLOHGSUHYLRXVILQGLQJV
VKRZLQJ ODQJXDJHJHQHUDO FDWHJRULFDO SHUFHSWLRQ E\ \RXQJ LQIDQWV EXW
UHVWULFWHGGLVFULPLQDWLRQE\DGXOWVWRRQO\QDWLYHODQJXDJHSKRQHWLFFRQWUDVWV
)ROORZLQJWKLVLQLWLDOZRUNWKHUHKDVEHHQDQH[SORVLRQRIUHVHDUFKVKRZLQJ
WKDW RYHU WKH ILUVW \HDU RI OLIH LQIDQWV WXQH LQWR PDQ\ RWKHU SURSHUWLHV RI WKH
QDWLYH ODQJXDJH IURP SKRQHWLF VHJPHQWV WR VWUHVV SDWWHUQV WR DFRXVWLF DQG
SKRQRORJLFDO FXHV WR JUDPPDWLFDO FODVV ,QGHHG WKH EDVLF TXHVWLRQ RI KRZ
LQIDQWV HYHQ JHW VWDUWHG LQ OLVWHQLQJ WR VSHHFK DV ³VSHHFK´ KDV EHHQ
UHDGGUHVVHG0RUHUHFHQWO\WKHUHKDVEHHQDVSHFLILFHPSKDVLVRQKRZWKH
FKDQJLQJ VSHHFK SHUFHSWLRQ VHQVLWLYLWLHV FRQWULEXWH WR ODQJXDJH XVH WKH
OHDUQLQJ PHFKDQLVPV LQYROYHG LQ WKHVH FKDQJHV DQG WKH XQGHUO\LQJ QHXUDO
SURFHVVHVLQYROYHG7KLVWDONZLOOSURYLGHDEURDGRYHUYLHZRIWKLVZRUNZLWKD
IRFXVRQUHFHQWEHKDYLRXUDODQGQHXURLPDJLQJZRUNIURPRXUODERUDWRU\WKDW
KDVFRQWULEXWHGWRRXUXQGHUVWDQGLQJRIWKHQHZGLUHFWLRQV

Dr. Marie Cheour, the first questioner, asked if Dr. Werker had compared
natural with synthesized language. She replied that she had not. She had
used a sine wave comparison. But the question was an interesting one and
she could report anecdotal evidence of working with Hindi and natural
language, that the attrition rate for synthetic language was higher. Dr.
Cheour then asked if the brain’s preference for speech was based upon its
recognition of speech as speech or upon familiarity. The answer lay, Dr.
Werker thought, in a further study with infants using a non-native language
rather than their own language.
Dr. Tanaka said that his understanding of Dr. Werker’s presentation was that
the language learning process was not the general shaping of the whole
perceptual system, but the creation of a new organization. So base
capability remained. This seemed similar to him to specialization in visual
object recognition. Bird watchers, for example, possessed extraordinary
visual ability. He wanted to ask, therefore, if the skills remained at a
perceptual level. Was there no deterioration in adult perception? Dr.
Werker replied that she had debated long and hard with herself whether to
include data that indicated there was no loss between infant and adult. And
flexibility did remain. It was possible to teach adults to improve their
performance in hearing non-native sounds using suitable cues. But the full
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capacity did not remain even at a perceptual level.
The final question again concerned flexibility in language learning ability into
adulthood. While some perceptual abilities remain, Dr. Werker thought, the
full system did not; but again, the area required further, careful study.
Even bi-linguals from birth tended, 
some researchers had found, to 6RPHDGRSWHG.RUHDQZDURUSKDQV 
show a neural and behavioural \HDUV  KDYH EHHQ DEOH WR OHDUQ WZR
preference for one language; if a ODQJXDJHV (QJOLVK DQG )UHQFK 
gating task were used to explore ZLWKRXW DSSDUHQW LQWHUIHUHQFH IURP
.RUHDQ
the matter. On the other hand,
research also showed that some adopted Korean war orphans (4-6 years)
were able to learn two languages (English and French) without apparent
interference from Korean. But the whole area of study needed re-visiting
using the new behavioural and imaging techniques now available.

Risto Nätäänen (left) and Marie Cheour (University of
Helsinki, Finland)
6SHHFKVRXQGOHDUQLQJLQLQIDQWV



'XULQJHDUO\FKLOGKRRGODQJXDJHVSHFLILFPHPRU\WUDFHVIRUQDWLYHODQJXDJH
VSHHFK VRXQGV DUH IRUPHG LQ WKH LQIDQW¶V FRUWH[ 7KLV QHXURGHYHORSPHQWDO
SURFHVVVHUYHVWRLQFUHDVHVHQVLWLYLW\WRFRQWUDVWVSUHVHQWLQWKHFKLOG¶VQDWLYH
ODQJXDJH7KHIDVWHVWQDWLYHDQGQRQQDWLYHVSHHFKVRXQGFRQWUDVWOHDUQLQJ
LV OLNHO\ WR WDNH SODFH ZKHQ WKH FKLOG VWLOO LV LQ WKH SURFHVV RI EXLOGLQJ WKH
QDWLYHODQJXDJH PHPRU\ WUDFHV VHUYLQJ DV UHFRJQLWLRQ SDWWHUQV LQ VSHHFK
SHUFHSWLRQ7KLVK\SRWKHVLVLVVXSSRUWHGE\RXUUHFHQWUHVXOWVVKRZLQJWKDWLQ
\RXQJ FKLOGUHQ VXFK PHPRU\ WUDFHV IRU IRUHLJQ SKRQHPHV GHYHORS LQ OHVV
WKDQWZRPRQWKVZKHUHDVWKLVWDNHVFRQVLGHUDEO\ORQJHULQDGXOWV,QIXWXUH
ZH ZLOO LQYHVWLJDWH WKH QHXURELRORJLFDO PDQLIHVWDWLRQV RI QDWLYH DQG
QRQQDWLYH VSHHFKVRXQG GLVFULPLQDWLRQ LQ LQIDQWV :H ZLOO WUDLQ LQIDQWV WR
GLVFULPLQDWHQDWLYHDQGQRQQDWLYHSKRQHPHVLQRUGHUWRWHVWRXUK\SRWKHVLV
DFFRUGLQJWRZKLFKQRQQDWLYHVSHHFKVRXQGUHFRJQLWLRQSDWWHUQVGHYHORSHG
YLDWKLVWUDLQLQJZLOOSHUPLWTXLFNHUDQGPRUHDFFXUDWHIRUHLJQVSHHFKVRXQG
GLVFULPLQDWLRQ DQG SHUKDSV LPSURYHG SURQXQFLDWLRQ ODWHU RQ DV FRPSDUHG
ZLWKFKLOGUHQQRWUHFHLYLQJWKLVWUDLQLQJ8SWRGDWHVOHHSKDVEHHQYLHZHGDV
D VHGHQWDU\ VWDWH ZKHUHE\ FDSDFLWLHV VXFK DV DWWHQWLRQ DQG OHDUQLQJ DUH
PDUNHGO\ UHGXFHG RU LQGHHG DOWRJHWKHU DEVHQW 0RUHRYHU PDQ\ VFLHQWLVWV
KDYH ORQJ EHOLHYHG WKDW LQIDQW ORQJWHUP PHPRU\ LV TXLWH LPPDWXUH 2XU
UHFHQW UHVXOWV GHPRQVWUDWH KRZHYHU WKDW KXPDQ QHZERUQV FDQ OHDUQ WR
GLVFULPLQDWH GLIILFXOW VSHHFKVRXQG FRQWUDVWV LQ D FRXSOH RI KRXUV ZKLOH WKH\
DUH VOHHSLQJ ,Q IXWXUH ZH SODQ WR LQYHVWLJDWH LQIDQW PHPRU\ DQG HVSHFLDOO\
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OHDUQLQJGXULQJVOHHS

A key concept of the research presented was that of “mismatched negativity”
(MMN) and Bruno della Chiesa asked for the term to be defined again: MMN
was
a
response
obtained
from
magneto-encephalography
or
electro-encephalography. It is a sign of sense detection in the auditory
cortex and has a secondary activator in the frontal areas of the brain. MMN
is used in the present research for language acquisition, but as a technique it
might also be used for discrimination of musical sounds, for example.
Dr. Uylings then asked about the importance of sleep in learning for children
and if it was as important as for adults: Dr. Cheour replied that she had not
studied MMN during sleep, but changes in MMN amplitude had been
detected in sleeping adults.
A third question concerned rapid eye movement (REM) and non REM sleep:
infants had an estimated 50% of REM sleep and differences between the
types of sleep had been related to plasticity and learning: what did Dr. Cheour
make of this? She agreed that she would expect to see a significant
difference between the two types, but defining changes of sleep rhythm,
online, in an experimental situation was very challenging in infants. But
such research could and should be done. Dr. Nätäänen added that in other
work carried out in their laboratory researchers had found that replay of
learned aspects occurred not during REM sleep, but other phases of sleep.
Furthermore, what they saw in learning - replay of activity during sleep in the
hippocampus and accumbens, for example - was present not during REM
sleep but in other phases.
Another
question
concerned 
language and the extent to which 7KH FKDQFHV RI KHOSLQJ FKLOGUHQ DUH
education
might
“change
the EHWWHU EHFDXVH RI WKHLU EUDLQ
situation at birth”.
Dr. Cheour SODVWLFLW\  $OVR FKLOGUHQ FRXOG EH
thought the chances of helping JLYHQVSHFLDOKHOSDURXQGLQIDQF\VR
WKDWWKH\FRXOGILWLQWRUHJXODUFODVVHV
children were better because of their ODWHU
brain plasticity.
Also children could be given special help around infancy so that they could
fit into regular classes later.
She also observed that in discussing
impairment in dyslexic children, one was not discussing a homogenous group,
but children with very different problems. [The International Dyslexia
Association, www.interdys.org, defines “dyslexia as follows: “a specific
language-based disorder of constitutional origin characterized by difficulties in
single word decoding, usually reflecting insufficient phonological processing
abilities. . . Dyslexia is manifest by variable difficulty with different forms of
language, often including, in addition to problems reading, a conspicuous
problem with acquiring proficiency in writing and spelling.” The Association
also defines dyscalculia: “a mathematical disability in which a person has
unusual difficulty solving arithmetic problems and grasping math concepts”.
The difficulties of defining both of these disabilities and devising educational
strategies to deal with them were part of the discussions at the OECD/CERI
meeting in Boston in January 2003.] The advantage of MMN was that it
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might be used to indicate the kind of problem a child had and therefore guide
the help given.
Finally, Dr. Cheour was asked if there were evidence in infants that MMN was
coming from the frontal areas as well as the auditory cortex. She replied
that there was no clear localization possible, but comparison of a component
following MMN might indicate frontal involvement. Distinction was easier,
however, with infants when using EEG and she was optimistic that further
research, using a refined helmet would yield clearer results.


Frances Champagne for Michael J. Meaney (left), McGill
University, Canada)
0DWHUQDOFDUHJHQHH[SUHVVLRQDQGEUDLQ
GHYHORSPHQWHYLGHQFHIRULQWHUJHQHUDWLRQDOHIIHFWV



0DWHUQDOFDUHDOWHUVWKHGHYHORSPHQWRIHPRWLRQDODQGHQGRFULQHUHVSRQVHV
WR VWUHVV LQ WKH UDW WKURXJK FKDQJHV LQ WKH H[SUHVVLRQ RI JHQHV LQ EUDLQ
UHJLRQVWKDWPHGLDWHVWUHVVUHDFWLYLW\0RVWQRWDEOHDUHWKHHIIHFWVRQV\VWHPV
WKDW UHJXODWH &5) H[SUHVVLRQ LQ K\SRWKDODPXV DQG DP\JGDOD $GXOW
RIIVSULQJ RI PRWKHUV WKDW H[KLELW LQFUHDVHG SXS OLFNLQJJURRPLQJ DQG
DUFKHGEDFN QXUVLQJ /*$%1  VKRZ LQFUHDVHG KLSSRFDPSDO JOXFRFRUWLFRLG
UHFHSWRU P51$ DV ZHOO DV LQFUHDVHG *$%$$%= UHFHSWRU ELQGLQJ LQ WKH
DP\JGDODDQGORFXVFRHUXOHXVWKDWFRUUHVSRQGWRDOWHUHGDDQGJUHFHSWRU
VXEXQLWH[SUHVVLRQDQG DUH DFFRPSDQLHGE\ FKDQJHV LQ *$' P51$ OHYHOV
LQ WKH PHGLDO SUHIURQWDO FRUWH[ VXJJHVWLQJ LQFUHDVHG *$%$HUJLF DFWLYLW\ DW
PXOWLSOH OHYHOV 7KH YDULDWLRQV LQ PDWHUQDO FDUH GHULYH IURP GLIIHUHQFHV LQ
HVWURJHQLQGXFHG R[\WRFLQ UHFHSWRU OHYHOV LQ EUDLQ UHJLRQV WKDW UHJXODWH
PDWHUQDO EHKDYLRU 0RUHRYHU HQYLURQPHQWDO VWUHVVRUV SURGXFH SDWWHUQV RI
PDWHUQDOFDUHWKDWSURPRWHLQFUHDVHGVWUHVVUHDFWLYLW\ LH/RZ/*$%1FDUH 
7KHVHILQGLQJVVXJJHVWWKDWPDWHUQDOFDUHDFWVWRSURJUDPVWUHVVUHDFWLYLW\LQ
WKH RIIVSULQJ WKURXJK HIIHFWV RQ V\VWHPV WKDW UHJXODWH &5) DFWLYLW\ 7KH
UHVXOWV RI DGRSWLRQ VWXGLHV VXJJHVW WKDW WKHVH HIIHFWV DUH LQGHHG GLUHFWO\
UHODWHG WR YDULDWLRQV LQ PDWHUQDO FDUH DQG IRUP WKH EDVLV IRU D QRQJHQRPLF
WUDQVPLVVLRQRIHPRWLRQDOLW\DFURVVJHQHUDWLRQV
Dr. Werker asked about the effects of housing in the rat models described:
did housing fully reverse earlier experience in rats of such experiences?
And are the effects evident throughout the nervous system for gene
expression or are the effects limited? The speaker replied that for the
oxytocin system, for example, there was complete reversal. [The hormone,
oxytocin, is released from the posterior lobe of the pituitary gland: it
stimulates contraction of uterine smooth muscle during labor, lactation and is
involved in establishment of maternal behaviour] Downstream there may be
different factors leading to the observed effects. For behavioral matters, at
least they had seen complete reversal of the phenotype. A related question
concerned enrichment /impoverishment of environment. Were they made in
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terms of opportunities for social interaction or exploration? Social interaction
was very important for rats and it could be argued that this alone might be a
determining factor for enrichment or impoverishment.
But with
impoverishment the experimental rats certainly had very little room to explore.
Dr. Hensch asked if the speaker had performed similar experiments using
mice – particularly knock-out mice. Did she think the fostered, offspring of
knock-out mice that were poor mothers, would also turn out to be poor
mothers? Dr. Champagne answered that they had not looked at such a
mouse model.
Drug abuse and the effects of methamphetamine and cocaine on behaviour
formed the basis of the next question. Such experiments were now
underway, and the reward system in such animals may be very different.

How did these experiments with rats VRPHUHVHDUFKZLWKSUHPDWXUH
translate to humans?
Licking and EDELHVVXJJHVWHGFRQWDFWDQG
grooming in rats provided tactile KDQGOLQJZHUHLPSRUWDQWWREHWWHU
KHDOWKRXWFRPH
stimulation leading to increased

hippocampal synaptogenesis, and some research with premature babies
suggested contact and handling were important to better health outcome, but
it was hard to make any direct correlation.
There was some evidence that an ineffective mother may be compensated
for by an effective father and possibly peer groups may, to some extent,
compensate. Was it possible to examine such evidence with rat models?
Dr. Champagne replied that this was not possible with rats because mothers
carried out the parenting. The males would only stress the mothers if they
were housed with them. But they were now extending research to a
bi-parenting model.

Takao K. Hensch (left) , BSI, Japan
&ULWLFDOSHULRGPHFKDQLVPVIRUEUDLQGHYHORSPHQW



Neuronal circuits in the brain of young animals exhibit remarkable flexibility to
reorganize in response to changing sensory experience. However, this
ability is gradually lost as they grow older. We have identified a mechanism in
the cerebral cortex that establishes a “critical period” for plasticity. Occluding
one eye during a brief time in early life can permanently rewire the visual
system in favor of the stronger input. We discovered that sensitivity first
appears when particular GABAergic connections within neocortex mature.
Our work will pursue the specific interneuronal subtypes as well as cellular
and molecular events downstream of this inhibitory trigger that eventually
terminate the critical period.
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The first questioner asked if it were 1HXURQDOFLUFXLWVLQWKHEUDLQRI
possible to manipulate not only onset \RXQJDQLPDOVH[KLELWUHPDUNDEOH
but duration of the critical period. Dr. IOH[LELOLW\WRUHRUJDQL]HLQ
Hensch replied that it should become UHVSRQVHWRFKDQJLQJVHQVRU\
H[SHULHQFH  +RZHYHUWKLVDELOLW\
possible, but their results suggested
LVJUDGXDOO\ORVWDVWKH\JURZ
that if it were triggered early it then ROGHU
ended early, so the inhibition sets off
a cascade of events that runs through in a finite time. Furthermore, looking
at this critical period across species, the duration of the period correlated well
with the expected life span of the species. In a mouse it was two weeks, in
a human, it was believed to be several years. So if we were able, in some
way, to delay the “hard wiring” of connections, it might be possible to delay
the critical period.
The second questioner wondered if it were possible to make a general
assumption about critical periods, their flexibility and management – he had
in mind critical changes involving sexual hormones, for example. Dr.
Hensch replied that a topic that might come up in the strategy meeting
planned for the next day was terminology: the term “critical period” was used
in many ways and many critical periods probably had different cellular
mechanisms. He added that he had translated excitatory and inhibitory into
glutamate and GABA, but GABA – early in development - is depolarizing or
excitatory. So perhaps some other receptor system may play the inhibitory
role. He had wanted to convey the principle and there was a need to look at
other molecular players.


Werner Lenz (left) University of Graz, Germany, and Bruno
della Chiesa, OECD/CERI, France:
moderators
6FLHQFHDQGHGXFDWLRQGLDORJXH.


Bruno della Chiesa began the dialogue by announcing that Dr. Gabrieli’s talk
on “Development of cognitive control and emotion regulation in children”
would not take place in the afternoon because Dr. Gabrieli had been unable
to join the meeting. He then went on to say that the OECD project had, so
far, had three fora: the first in New York demonstrated that such dialogue was
both necessary and possible, the second in Granada had shown it could be
very difficult, and the third in Japan demonstrated it could be fruitful. So he
hoped that the present meeting would be just as fruitful. He then went on to
ask Jarl Bengtsson to speak.
Jarl Bengtsson had taken the initiative at
OECD in setting up the project.
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Jarl Bengtsson said that since the $FKDOOHQJHIRUHGXFDWLRQDOLVWV
meeting was already overlong he would SROLF\PDNHUVLVWRWDNHDOHVV
VNHSWLFDOYLHZRIEUDLQUHVHDUFK
make just four points:

1
2

3

4

A science and education dialogue was something very important –
as seen from the OECD perspective.
If one looked at science and education from a historical perspective,
there had been a very weak connection or debate between them. It
has been dominated by norms and values and education.
Such a situation was now more difficult to defend when education
was such a priority for all governments. All OECD countries were
certainly involved. Education – a huge enterprise – some 6% of
GDP – must have a stronger science base. In order to build up
such a base there needed to be a dialogue between stakeholders:
between researchers, policy makers and practitioners.
In building such a dialogue, there were challenges for both
communities: researchers and education policy makers and
practitioners. There were at least three challenges for each of them:
educationalists must support much more the new learning of brain
sciences, there was also a need for more government support – and
it would most likely pay off. Secondly educationalists must get into
an intensive debate with the scientific community. It was not only
money – educationalists must understand what was happening and
that could only be achieved through dialogue. A third challenge for
educationalists – at least the policy makers - was to take a less
skeptical view of brain research. At present they saw it as both
risky and elite. There was a challenge to the education community
to take a more balanced view. As to researchers: there were at
least three challenges. The first was: go for it! Go for a couple of
Nobel prizes on brain and learning in ten years time. Secondly, be
more transdisciplinary. Thirdly be open, be daring, take risks.
And communicate much more: communicate with a broader
audience.

Werner Lenz, as the second moderator of the discussion, posed four
questions for the researchers of session I:
1
He pointed out to Dr. Hensch that the term “critical period” in
education did not mean the same thing as the process described
by Dr. Hensch, and asked him how his use of the term had a
bearing on education.
2
He asked Dr. Champagne how important tactile stimulation was to
learning and education.
3
He asked Dr. Cheour what could be expected educationally from
her research.
4
He asked Dr. Nätäänen if the MMN data were useful to
improvement of reading ability and language learning.
END OF SESSION I
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6HVVLRQ,,  OHDUQLQJLQFKLOGKRRG
Harry B. M. Uylings (Netherlands Institute for Brain Research)
3KDVHVLQGHYHORSPHQWDQGDJLQJRIWKHKXPDQFHUHEUDOFRUWH[JHQHWLF
LQIOXHQFHVRQKXPDQFRJQLWLYHDELOLWLHV

0DMRU QHXURQDO RXWJURZWK WDNHV SODFH LQ WKH ILUVW  SRVWQDWDO \HDUV 7KH
PDWXUHOHYHOLVUHDFKHGDWDQDJHWKDWWKHPDWXUHEUDLQZHLJKWLVUHDFKHGLH
DERXW\HDUV$GLIIHUHQWLDOSDWWHUQLQYROXPHLQFUHDVHKDVEHHQGHWHFWHG
KRZHYHUIRUSDUWLFXODUFRUWLFDODUHDV1HXURFKHPLFDOWUDQVPLWWHUGHYHORSPHQW
UXQV IXUWKHU LQWR SXEHUW\ XQWLO DERXW  \HDUV VXFK DV WKH FRJQLWLYH
GHYHORSPHQW %UDLQ YROXPH LQ \RXQJ DGXOWV DQG LQWHOOLJHQFH LV ODUJHO\
JHQHWLFDOO\GHWHUPLQHG 

7KHSUHVHQWRXWORRNRQDJHUHODWHGFKDQJHVLQDGXOWKRRGLVOHVVJULP7KH\
DSSHDUWREHVSHFLILFWREUDLQUHJLRQDQGFRUWLFDOOD\HUUDWKHUWKDQDJHQHUDO
IHDWXUH RI WKH ZKROH EUDLQ (VSHFLDOO\ WKH DVVRFLDWLRQ FRUWLFHV DUH DIIHFWHG
DQGWKHSULPDU\YLVXDODQGVRPDWRVHQVRU\FRUWLFHVDUHUHODWLYHO\VSDUHG2XU
UHVHDUFK IRU JHQHWLFHQYLURQPHQWDO LQIOXHQFHV RQ GHYHORSPHQW DQG RQ
FRPELQLQJ PLFURVFRSLFDO DQDWRP\ ZLWK PDFURVFRSLFDO LPDJLQJ RI OLYLQJ
SHUVRQV LV LQGLFDWHG 7KH ODVW VXESURMHFW LV D FROODERUDWLRQ ZLWK 3URI =LOOHV¶
JURXSDQGLVHVVHQWLDOJLYHQWKHKXJHLQWHULQGLYLGXDOYDULDWLRQLQKXPDQEUDLQ
VWUXFWXUHDQGIXQFWLRQ
The first question (Emile
Servan-Schreiber) following Dr. Uyling’s
presentation concerned developmental
maturity. When was the brain
completely finished? Dr. Uyling’s
replied that the brain never finished
changing, but structurally it was
complete with regard to size about the
networks being developed as late as
refinement never finished.


7KHVKRUWDQVZHUWRWKHTXHVWLRQ
RQKRZWRPDNHOLIHPRUH
SURGXFWLYHLQWHOOHFWXDOO\IRUROGHU
SHRSOHLVWRVWD\SK\VLFDOO\DQG
PHQWDOO\DFWLYH

age of five. With neurotransmitter
18-20 years of age. But axonal

Dr. Laukkanen then asked what Dr. Uylings had meant by intelligence. And
in asking the question he was thinking of Howard Gardner and the multiple
intelligence theory [Gardner proposed the existence of at least seven
intellectual areas: linguistic, musical, logico-mathematical, spatial-kinaesthetic,
interpersonal and intrapersonal]. Dr. Uylings replied that he was using the
term “intelligence” not in any precise way; there was a number of types of
intelligence, perhaps seven or eight. They were trying to make a distinction
in their research between them and would examine the matter in the coming
years.
Dr. Werker then asked how it was possible to tie brain research into
behavioural work with regard to structure. It was a challenge for the group
to determine which measures of brain development might be related to
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behaviours. Dr. Uylings replied that during development there was a lot of
opposition between fiber systems. There was, for example, a reported
decline in the number of synapses in the visual cortex between four and ten
years of age. Specification of the different fiber systems for this and other
areas would be interesting when correlated with behavioural studies. How is
optimal specification managed for a particular system and a particular
person? How flexible is the optimum?
Denis Ralph then introduced himself as an educational policy maker and
asked what advice Dr. Uylings could offer about making life more productive
intellectually for older people. The short answer, Dr. Uylings replied, was to
stay physically and mentally active. But tomorrow the meeting would go into
more detail on the topic.
Kikuro Fukushima (Hokkaido U., Japan)
5ROH RI WKH IURQWDO FRUWH[ LQ VPRRWK WUDFNLQJ H\H PRYHPHQWV LQ
WKUHHGLPHQVLRQDOVSDFH

:LWK GHYHORSPHQW RI D KLJK DFXLW\ IRYHD IURQWDO H\HGSULPDWHV DFTXLUH WKH
DELOLW\WRXVHELQRFXODUH\HPRYHPHQWVWRWUDFNVPDOOREMHFWVPRYLQJLQVSDFH
7KH VPRRWKSXUVXLW V\VWHP PRYHV ERWK H\HV LQ WKH VDPH GLUHFWLRQ WR WUDFN
WDUJHWV PRYLQJ LQ WKH IURQWDO SODQH IURQWDO SXUVXLW  ZKHUHDV WKH YHUJHQFH
V\VWHP PRYHV OHIW DQG ULJKW H\HV LQ RSSRVLWH GLUHFWLRQV WR WUDFN WDUJHWV
PRYLQJ WRZDUGV RU DZD\ IURP WKH REVHUYHU YHUJHQFH WUDFNLQJ  $W FHUHEUDO
FRUWLFDO DQG EUDLQVWHP OHYHOV VLJQDOV UHODWHG WR YHUJHQFH H\H PRYHPHQWV
DQGWKHUHWLQDOGLVSDULW\DQGEOXUVLJQDOVWKDWHOLFLWWKHPKDYHEHHQIRXQGWR
EH FRGHG LQGHSHQGHQWO\ RI VLJQDOV UHODWHG WR IURQWDO SXUVXLW 2XU UHFHQW
VWXGLHV LQ WUDLQHG PRQNH\V VKRZ WKDW WKHVH VLJQDOV DUH UHSUHVHQWHG LQ DQ
HQWLUHO\ GLIIHUHQW ZD\ LQ WKH VPRRWKSXUVXLW UHJLRQ RI WKH IURQWDO H\H ILHOGV
)() )()SXUVXLWQHXURQVPRGXODWHVWURQJO\GXULQJERWKIURQWDOSXUVXLWDQG
YHUJHQFHWUDFNLQJUHVXOWLQJLQWKUHHGLPHQVLRQDO&DUWHVLDQUHSUHVHQWDWLRQRI
H\HPRYHPHQWV 

6PRRWKWUDFNLQJRIVPDOOREMHFWVPRYLQJLQVSDFHDOVRUHTXLUHVPDLQWHQDQFH
RIWKHWDUJHWLPDJHRQWKHIRYHDE\FRPSHQVDWLQJIRUWKHORQJGHOD\VLQYROYHG
LQ SURFHVVLQJ YLVXDO LQIRUPDWLRQ DQGRU H\H PRYHPHQW FRPPDQGV 2XU
UHVXOWV DOVR SUHVHQW HYLGHQFH WKDW )() SXUVXLW QHXURQV FDUU\ SUHGLFWLYH
VLJQDOVIRUVPRRWKRFXODUWUDFNLQJ
Dr. Tanaka asked if Dr. Fukushima had been able to demonstrate symmetry
in human infants. Dr. Fukushima replied that he had not. That the
youngest age tested was six, the published data was for ages 8-11, and even
in 11 year old children it was problematic [in his presentation Dr. Fukushima
described how vertical smooth-tracking – with respect to a possible model of
visual development in children (ages 10-12) - occurred “late”. He was
interested in establishing what part of the brain was involved in such
maturation and how it occurred].
Dr. Ito asked if the experimental method might be applied to adults whose
prefrontal areas were not mature. Dr. Fukushima thought this possible
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because the method was simple and yielded objective data.
Dr. Tanaka: “So cerebellar control is not complete and there is
compensation.” Dr. Fukushima replied that Dr. Ito had suggested this a long
time ago and this was a good example of cerebellar – frontal cortex
interaction.
The next questioner asked if there were identified diseases that impaired
upward eye movement in adults. Dr. Fukushima replied that he also tested
cerebellar atrophy patients and they had both upward and downward
problems.
“Was there any sign of morphological maturation in the
pre-frontal area for age 11? Were there likely to be other experimental
models?” Dr. Fukushima replied that they did not have data.
Dr. Hensch said that they had already heard that early in life REM sleep was
dominant and he wondered if binocular eye movement during sleep was
different. A second question was what happens in a monocular deprived
situation in which there is no feedback through that eye. As to REM sleep,
Dr. Fukushima replied, they had only tested this in adult cats, and mostly
REM sleep movements were conjugate movements. As to monocular
deprivation: he did not know the answer.
The next question concerned patients 
diagnosed with schizophrenia – who 3DWLHQWVZLWKIURQWDOH\HILHOG
also showed such a disturbance. Had OHVLRQVDOVRKDGSUREOHPV  +H
Dr. Fukushima tried to use a flashlight KDGQRWWHVWHGXVLQJDIODVKOLJKW
on the targets with such subjects. EXWKDGXVHGVRXQGZLWKFKLOGUHQ
WRLQFUHDVHDWWHQWLRQEXWKDG
This improved performance.
Dr. IRXQGQRVLJQLILFDQWLPSURYHPHQW 
Fukushima said that his wife had tested
such subjects for an anti-saccade task
and half of the patients showed problems with such a task. And with smooth
pursuit, again, performance was low. Patients with frontal eye field lesions
also had problems. He had not tested using a flash light but had used
sound with children, to increase attention, but had found no significant
improvement.

Daniel Wolpert (Institute of Neurology, U.K.)
0RWRUVNLOOOHDUQLQJ

6HQVRU\ DQG PRWRU XQFHUWDLQW\ IRUP D IXQGDPHQWDO FRQVWUDLQW RQ KXPDQ
PRWRUFRQWURO  ,ZLOOILUVWGHVFULEHKRZVLJQDOGHSHQGHQWQRLVHRQWKHPRWRU
RXWSXWSODFHVFRQVWUDLQWVRQSHUIRUPDQFH  *LYHQWKHVHFRQVWUDLQWVIHDWXUHV
RI JRDOGLUHFWHG PRYHPHQW DULVH IURP D PRGHO LQ ZKLFK WKH VWDWLVWLFV RI RXU
DFWLRQVDUHRSWLPLVHG  ,ZLOOWKHQGHVFULEHKRZSUHGLFWLQJWKHFRQVHTXHQFHV
RIRXUDFWLRQVFDQEHXVHGWRUHGXFHXQFHUWDLQW\DQGSUHVHQWH[SHULPHQWVRQ
WLFNOLQJ ZKLFK HOXFLGDWH WKLV SUHGLFWLYH PHFKDQLVP  )LQDOO\ , ZLOO SUHVHQW
H[SHULPHQWV RQ LQWHUIHUHQFH EHWZHHQ PRWRU OHDUQLQJ WDVNV ZKLFK VKHG OLJKW
RQWKHZD\PRWRUVNLOOVDUHUHSUHVHQWHGLQPRWRUZRUNLQJPHPRU\
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Dr. Werker opened the questioning by asking if there were adaptation with
tickling as existed, for example, with wearing prisms. Dr. Wolpert replied
that there was.
Emile Servan-Schreiber said that he had been intrigued by the connection
made by Dr. Wolpert between motor action and social interaction and asked if
he could discuss “learning to predict oneself”. Dr. Wolpert replied that the
underlying assumption was that if a person knew his own goals and how they
were transferred into action. He could use this process, to understand
another person. Stage 2 was: could he use this process to “extract” the
goals of another person? How could he learn not just to imitate him but to
understand his goals? And stage 3 was based upon the question: “Did the
first person have to represent the second person separately from his own
system?”. These questions therefore touched upon theory of mind: the first
person could not use his own states and beliefs to understand the second
person, because as two individuals they had different states. It was not
possible for one person to use his own current states and beliefs: it was
necessary to generate novel entities specialized to the understanding of the
second person.
Jarl Bengtsson, referring back to Dr. 
Fukushima’s presentation, asked about DILYH\HDUROGJLYHQDQ
age differences. Dr. Wolpert replied H[SHULPHQWDOWDVNZRXOGWDNHDV
that it was known infants and children ORQJWRXQOHDUQWKDWWDVNDVWR
had much more noise than adults. OHDUQLW 
They had much more variability in
their system. For example, infants tended to move their eyes towards a
target in multiple steps. This again was connected with variability: if they
moved their eyes directly to a target, “they would be hunting around all the
time”. Adults have a very good model of their normal behaviour, but a five
year old, given an experimental task, would take as long to unlearn that task
as to learn it; whereas adults adjusted back very quickly.
Dr. Uylings then asked about the difference between emotional and
non-emotional states. Dr. Wolpert replied that in their work they had not
reached a situation to understand this. But basic to their view was the idea
that we contained thousands of predictors, tuned for different situations,
which we used to predict our own motor behaviours in comparison with those
of another person.
The final questioner asked about 
modeling states for handicapped 6FKL]RSKUHQLFVDUHDOVRHTXDOO\
people. Dr. Wolpert replied they used WLFNOLVKLIWKH\WLFNOHWKHPVHOYHV
these models to try to speculate about RUDUHWLFNOHGE\VRPHRQHHOVH
psychological disorders.
For example schizophrenics have delusions of control. They sometimes
believe, for example, their arms are being controlled by someone else. One
theory is that the sensory cancellation model can be used to decide if the
movement is “mine or not”. A schizophrenic loses the ability to predict who is
causing the movement of his own arm. Schizophrenics are also equally
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ticklish if they tickle themselves or are tickled by someone else, suggesting a
loss of cancellation feedback.

Manfred Spitzer (left), University of .Ulm, Germany,
presentation made by Bruno della Chiesa , OECD/CERI,
France
7KHSK\VLFVDQGSK\VLRORJ\RIPXVLF


0XVLFLVGHWHUPLQHGWRDODUJHH[WHQWE\WKHSK\VLFVRIYLEUDWLQJERGLHVDQG
WKHSK\VLRORJ\RIWKHKXPDQDXGLWRU\V\VWHP,QRUGHUWRVXSSRUWWKLVWKHVLV
WZRH[SHULHQWLDOO\GLIIHUHQWDQGQHXURELRORJLFDOO\GLVWDQWDVSHFWVRIPXVLFDUH
GLVFXVVHG   WKH LPSOLFDWLRQV RI OLPLWHG UHVROXWLRQ )RXULHU DQDO\VLV RI
IUHTXHQFLHVZKLFKKDSSHQV DW WKH HDUO\ VWDJH RI OLVWHQLQJ WR PXVLF DQG  
WKHHPRWLRQDOHYDOXDWLYHSURFHVVHVZKLFKVXSSRVHGO\RFFXUDWDODWHUVWDJH
RI PXVLFDO DQDO\VLV &RQVRQDQFH DQG GLVVRQDQFH FDQ EH DFFRXQWHG IRU E\
WKH FULWLFDO EDQGZLGWK RI KHDULQJ WZR SXUH WRQHV FKDUDFWHUL]HG E\ VLQH
ZDYHV  ZKHUHDV WKH HPRWLRQDO HIIHFWV RI PXVLF DUH WKH UHVXOW RI LQFUHDVHG
DFWLYLW\ LQ WKH EUDLQ¶V UHZDUG V\VWHP DV ZHOO DV GHFUHDVHG DFWLYLW\ LQ WKH
EUDLQ¶VSURFHVVLQJFHQWHUVIRUIHDUDQGDQ[LHW\  $OWKRXJKPXVLFKDVEHHQD
SDUW RI KXPDQ FXOWXUH IRU DW OHDVW  \HDUV DQG LV IRXQG LQ HYHU\
SRSXODWLRQVWXGLHGVRIDUOLWWOHKDUGGDWDDUHNQRZQDVUHJDUGVWKHIXQFWLRQRI
PXVLF LQ OHDUQLQJ DQG ZHOOEHLQJ RYHU D OLIHWLPH , SURSRVH WKDW WKH WLPH LV
ULSH WR SHUIRUP LQYHVWLJDWLRQV FRQFHUQLQJ PXVLF XVLQJ WKH PHWKRGV RI
FRJQLWLYHQHXURVFLHQFH

Denis Ralph congratulated Bruno della 
Chiesa on his ability to rise to the VRPHRQHZKRQRUPDOO\FRQGXFWHG
occasion of representing Manfred KLVOLIHLQWZRODQJXDJHVLIDVNHG
Spitzer’s ideas and asked him about ODWHUDERXWDFRQYHUVDWLRQPLJKW
the ability of the brain to perform under UHFDOOWKHGHWDLOVEXWQRW
QHFHVVDULO\UHPHPEHUWKH
duress, to perform in extremis. Bruno ODQJXDJHLQZKLFKKHKDGWKH
della Chiesa turned the question FRQYHUVDWLRQ
around to make an anecdotal
observation about language.
His own first language was French. To give Manfred Spitzer’s presentation he
had needed to read one of Dr. Spitzer’s books in German (Bruno della
Chiesa’s second language), but he tended to manage all matters connected
with the LLLN in English – the language of the network. But he had learned
English late – when “the plasticity of [his] brain was not that high”. He
thought that someone who normally conducted his life in two languages if
asked later about a conversation, might recall the details, but not necessarily
remember the language in which he had the conversation. But he thought
when it came to speaking about the conversation, such a parallel language
user would find, in his experience, that it was easier to use one language
rather than another.
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Reijo Laukkanen (National Board of Education, Finland) and Emile
Servan-Schreiber (OECD/CERI, France)
6FLHQFHDQGHGXFDWLRQGLDORJXH
Reijo Laukkanen opened the dialogue 
session by saying that the meeting was +XPDQEHLQJVDUHUHDOO\³V\VWHPV
about life long learning and this was the ±ZKHUHHYHU\WKLQJDIIHFWV
case for him in listening to the HYHU\WKLQJ´
presentations.
The meeting brought messages to several groups including parents, but
some of these messages were “too early” to be implemented. Scientists
and researchers wanted to know the advice they gave was good advice.
“Education” had also been interpreted very broadly for the meeting, but
everything was very relevant. He as an educational policy maker was very
aware that policy was usually discussed within the context of formal, school
education and not life long learning. He also now better understood that in
talking about brain function “everything was connected to everything”.
Human beings were really “systems – where everything affects everything”.
With regard to Dr. Uylings’ presentation: he had touched on perhaps the
most important topic for educators: how does the environment affect
learning?
In hearing the presentation his understanding was that
development of neurotransmitter networks occurred up to the age of 15
years [see synopsis, Dr. Uylings’ presentation: “neurochemical/transmitter
development runs further into puberty until about 15 years”. Also his
remarks in the presentation that neurotransmitter networks continue being
developed as late as 18-20 years.]. If something was not completed
educationally before this stage “have we lost something”. Did it also mean
that after 15 – the final age of compulsory education in some OECD
countries – there were different teaching conditions? What were the
implications of the science to curriculum planning? How was it possible to
balance different curricula for different ages? As to Dr. Fukushima’s
presentation: this was the first time he was aware of such research. He
thought the research applicable to education if one thought of the lack of
concentration of certain students. For example, math teachers very often
complained that students failed because of poor concentration: they were
incapable of careful reading of questions. The research might also be of
particular interest for special education development.
Dr. Wolpert’s
research might also be applied to special education. Vocational education
would certainly benefit from the experimental approaches described – for
example in the acquisition of three-dimensional imaging skills.
Emile Servan–Schreiber then introduced himself.
As a cognitive
psychologist by training he was surprised that he had to wait until his third
year at college, until the age of 20, before he learned how the brain worked.
He believed that the LLLN project was two sided:
1
about improving teaching practice;
2
about improving learning practice.
Improving learning practice was relevant to people of all ages. It was not
about “us giving fish to people, but about teaching them how to fish”. The
greatest barrier to learning was the fear of learning something new. Having
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the right model about how the brain works, would contribute greatly to
improving learning practice. It had been frustrating to hear researchers
come close to “crossing the bridge” to education – particularly when
discussing language. He suggested that a good strategy for proceeding with
the network would be for researchers to imagine that, by some miracle, they
had been made education minister and to imagine what kind of change they
would like to impact on the policy side. As to educational policymakers: a
good strategy for them would be to imagine that – again by some miracle –
they had been provided with a neuroscientific research team: what kind of
research would they carry out?
Denis Ralph remarked that teachers were aware of the serious problems they
were facing, and this sometimes made them early adopters and adapters of
new ideas. Teachers were enthusiastic about neuroscience, but when he
met them much of what they based their teaching ideas upon was
“neurobabble”. How can we ensure teachers get the right information based
on sound research?
Dr. Uylings, in reply, briefly discussed the difficulty of balancing evidence from
twin and other studies, to making a decision on the relative effects of
environment and genetic factors. If he were asked to draw up a curriculum
in light of this evidence, he could not. And while brain science was
important, we had learned from history not to draw conclusions too quickly
from data. Developmental stages varied from individual to individual. There
were also significant differences between the sexes. As to
Reijo Laukkanen’s question about neurotransmitter network development and
education: research was just at the beginning, although he had been
interested in Dr. Hensch’s discussion of critical periods. But learning did not
stop at the point at which the brain was mature; there were optimal ages for
certain sorts of learning – notably language learning. Novelty and reward
were also important; but that was common sense, and known by teachers.
Educational material could not be boring.
Dr. Cheour pointed out that in Finland parents had themselves started day
care facilities and schools for children. Adults viewed education differently.
Children saw it as fun and interesting. It did not represent an end to their
childhood. However, children in Finland normally began to learn a language
at the age of about 9.
Emile Servan-Schreiber then asked why teachers were so eager to jump on
new ideas. Perhaps the research being carried out was not relevant to their
problems. The educational community should be providing the research
community with relevant questions.
Denis Ralph replied that he was concerned that many of the popular
“brain-based education” books were not accurate.
Teachers were
enthusiastic; when his centre had offered brain science related courses to
teachers, they had always been oversubscribed.
Jarl Bengtsson then recalled that Emile Servan-Schreiber – who had been
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involved in the OECD project from the beginning – had always been
interested in the notion of an individually adapted tool box for learning:
adapted that is in terms of the learner’s own brain. He wanted to ask
researchers if such a tool kit idea had been developed. And if it had not;
would it be possible to develop such a thing?
Dr. Uylings replied that psychotherapy was interesting in this way, but good
research had taken more than 20 years. And it was not fully effective. But
there was no body of work in education, based on brain science, using strict
hypotheses. The solution was twofold: 1) it was necessary to examine
critical terminological differences such as those in the study of learning and
memory in animal and human models, and 2) there should be rigorous testing
of educational hypotheses. The direction in which to proceed started with
“good, testable hypotheses”.
In discussing the notion of a bridge between education and neuroscience,
Bruno della Chiesa cited the 1997 article by John T. Bruer3, to say that it was
necessary for both sides to take a few risks to begin the crossing. A simple
idea – already suggested – was to have two sorts of intervention for
questions: the first scientific and the second educational. He also wondered
how many of the neuroscientists attending the meeting, would have attended
if at least 10 minutes of each presentation had to be devoted to education:
meaning human education. We were not interested in educational policy for
rodents. He also discussed the difficulty of dealing with the media and
compared the situation of a neuroscientist or other expert being asked to
appear on prime-time news, being like asking Albert Einstein to explain the
theory of relativity in 15 seconds.
Dr. Werker said that she would like to add to the dialogue the fact that
education began a long time before children went to school. Her own
research was trying to address the fact that children were not all ready to
begin the same things in the same way. She liked the idea of a toolbox but
school systems were not designed to work with individuals. Schools were
designed to rank people.
Emile Servan-Schreiber replied that the toolbox idea was designed for
individual learners. It was not an idea that needed to pass through the
school system. He then asked Dr. Cheour if her sleep research [see above:
“ Our recent results demonstrate . . . that human newborns can learn to
discriminate difficult speech-sound contrasts . . . while they are sleeping.”]
was ready to “sign into practice”. But she replied that more research was
needed.
Bernard Hugonnier then observed that the list of 10 questions in the book
earlier published by the OECD 4 were not being properly addressed and
without trying to answer them the gap between education and science would
3
John T. Bruer, Education and the brain: a bridge too far”, Educational
Researcher, 26:8, November 1997
4
Understanding the brain, towards a new learning science. OECD, 2002
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be unbridgeable. [the questions are:
1
What is the balance between nature and nurture in the promotion of
successful learning?
2
How important are the early years to successful lifelong learning?
3
How significant is the distinction between “natural development” and
“cultural education”?
4
If the distinction is significant, how can we best promote these two
types of learning – “natural development” and “cultural education”?
5
How far is the successful learning of specific attitudes, skills and
knowledge age-related?
6
Why is remedial education so difficult?
7
What can be said about different “styles of learning”?
8
What is intelligence?
9
What is emotional intelligence?
10
How does motivation work?]
Jarl Bengtsson concluded the dialogue by saying that researchers should be
familiar with these questions because they represented the main concerns
facing educators today.
END OF SESSION II
6HVVLRQ,,,

OHDUQLQJDFURVVOLIH

Jellemer Jolles (left), University of Maastricht,
Netherlands.
1HXURFRJQLWLYHIXQFWLRQLQDOLIHVSDQ
SHUVSHFWLYHUHODWLYHFRQWULEXWLRQRI
ELRORJLFDODQGHQYLURQPHQWDOLQIOXHQFHV






7KHUHLVDGLIIHUHQWLDOGHFOLQHRIQHXURFRJQLWLYHIXQFWLRQZLWKDJH7KHVSHHG
RI LQIRUPDWLRQ SURFHVVLQJ GHFOLQHV DOUHDG\ LQ WKH IRXUWK GHFDGH RI OLIH 7KLV
DSSOLHV HVSHFLDOO\ IRU WKRVH FRJQLWLYH SURFHVVHV ZKLFK DUH GHSHQGHQW XSRQ
DUHDVDQGFLUFXLWVZLWKLQWKHSUHIURQWDOFRUWH[7KXVWKHVRFDOOHGµH[HFXWLYH
IXQFWLRQV¶ DUH DPRQJ WKH ILUVW WR GHWHULRUDWH ZLWK DJH DQG WKLV PD\ EHFRPH
PDQLIHVW DV D GHFUHDVH LQ WKH HIILFLHQF\ RI SURFHVVLQJ RI QHZ LQIRUPDWLRQ
LQFUHDVHG IRUJHWWLQJ ODFN RI DWWHQWLRQ DQG FRQFHQWUDWLRQ DQG GHFUHDVHG
OHDUQLQJ SRWHQWLDO 7KHVH ILQGLQJV KDYH EHHQ GRQH LQ WKH 0DDVWULFKW $JLQJ
6WXG\ 0$$6  ZKLFK LQYROYHV D FURVV VHFWLRQDO DQG ORQJLWXGLQDO VWXG\
LQYROYLQJ  KHDOWK\ VXEMHFWV DJHG  WKURXJK  ZKR UHFHLYH H[WHQVLYH
IROORZXS HYHU\ WKUHH \HDUV %RWK VWUXFWXUDO DQG IXQFWLRQDO EUDLQ LPDJLQJ LV
SHUIRUPHG LQ VXEJURXSV RI WKHVH VXEMHFWV LQ RUGHU WR HYDOXDWH WKH DERYH
WKHVLV ,W LQGHHG WXUQV RXW WKDW GLIIHUHQWLDO QHXURFRJQLWLYH SDWWHUQV FDQ EH
GLVFHUQHGLQKHDOWK\DJLQJVXEMHFWVDQGWKDWDUHDVLQWKHSUHIURQWDOFRUWH[DUH
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LPSOLHG LQ WKLV SURFHVV ([SHULPHQWDO LQWHUYHQWLRQV ZLWK UHVSHFW WR H[HFXWLYH
IXQFWLRQLQJ LQ KHDOWK\ PLGGOHDJHG DQG ROG VXEMHFWV E\ µ*RDO 0DQDJHPHQW
7UDLQLQJ¶UHYHDOWKDWWUDMHFWRULHVFDQEHFKDQJHGLQWRPRUHµVXFFHVVIXO¶DJLQJ
6LPLODU ILQGLQJV KDYH EHHQ GRQH LQ WKH 6WXG\ RI $WWHQWLRQDO 'LVRUGHUV
0DDVWULFKW 6$0  LQYROYLQJ  FKLOGUHQ DJHG  ZKR DUH IROORZHG XS
ZLWK VLPLODU LQGLFHV RI SUHIURQWDO IXQFWLRQLQJ 7KH UHVXOWV LQGLFDWH WKDW
FRJQLWLYH QHXURVFLHQFH FDQ FRQWULEXWH WR µOHDUQLQJ VFLHQFH¶ DQG ZLWK UHVSHFW
WR ILQGLQJ DYHQXHV IRU EHWWHU SHUIRUPDQFH DQG TXDOLW\ RI OLIH LQ FKLOGUHQ
DGROHVFHQWVDQGDGXOWV 

5HIHUHQFHV

7LVVHUDQG'DQLHOOH-3UXHVVQHU -HQV&6DQ]$ULJLWD (UQHVWR-%R[WHO0DUWLQ3
-YDQ(YDQV $ODQ&-ROOHV-HOOH8\OLQJV +DUU\%0  5HJLRQDOIURQWDOOREH
YROXPHVGHFUHDVHGLIIHUHQWLDOO\LQDJLQJ$Q05,VWXG\WRFRPSDUHDPDQXDOWUDFLQJ
DQGDVHPLDXWRPDWLFDSSURDFK31HXUR,PDJH  
7LVVHUDQG ' YDQ %R[WHO 0 *URQHQVFKLOG (  -ROOHV -   $JHUHODWHG
YROXPH UHGXFWLRQV RI SUHIURQWDO UHJLRQV LQ KHDOWK\ LQGLYLGXDOV DUH GLIIHUHQWLDO %UDLQ
DQG&RJQLWLRQ  
:HUI <' 9DQ 'HU 7LVVHUDQG '- 9LVVHU 3- +RIPDQ 3$ 9XXUPDQ ( 8\OLQJV +%
-ROOHV - 7KDODPLF YROXPH SUHGLFWV SHUIRUPDQFH RQ WHVWV RI FRJQLWLYH VSHHG DQG
GHFUHDVHV LQ KHDOWK\ DJLQJ $ PDJQHWLF UHVRQDQFH LPDJLQJEDVHG YROXPHWULF
DQDO\VLV&RJQLWLYHEUDLQ5HVHDUFK
*URRW -& 'H 'H /HHXZ )( 2XGNHUN 0 9DQ *LMQ - +RIPDQ $ -ROOHV - %UHWHOHU
00   &HUHEUDO ZKLWH PDWWHU OHVLRQV DQG FRJQLWLYH IXQFWLRQ WKH 5RWWHUGDP
6FDQVWXG\$QQDOVRI1HXURORJ\
%R[WHO03-9DQ%XQWLQ[)+RX[3-0HWVHPDNHUV-)0.QRWWQHUXV$-ROOHV-
7KH UHODWLRQ EHWZHHQ PRUELGLW\ DQG FRJQLWLYH SHUIRUPDQFH LQ D QRUPDO DJLQJ
SRSXODWLRQ-RXUQDORI*HURQWRORJ\ 0HGLFDO6FLHQFHV $00
%RVPD +DQV 0DUWLQ 3- YDQ %R[WHO 5XGROI :+0 3RQGV 3HWHU - +RX[  $OH[
%XUGRUI -HOOH -ROOHV 0HQWDO ZRUN GHPDQGV SURWHFW DJDLQVW FRJQLWLYH LPSDLUPHQW
0$$6SURVSHFWLYHFRKRUWVWXG\%UDLQ &RJQLWLRQ,QSUHVV








The first question concerned the measurement of variability in the data
presented: the point being that data related to older subjects tended to
inter-individual variability. Dr. Jolles replied that he was concerned with such
variables as health, education, social background, and so on. So if subjects
were controlled for these factors, in setting up the study, then inter-individual
variability was “much less”.
Dr. Ito then asked if there were any 
factors that improved with age. Dr. IRUWKHEHWWHUHGXFDWHGDQGWKRVH
Jolles indicated that it was important to ZLWK³ILQDQFLDOUHVRXUFHV´WKHUHLV
remember that the data shown QRWVRPXFKFKDQJHUHODWHGWR
represented the mean of a larger PHPRU\DQGFRJQLWLYHDELOLW\ 
ZLWKDJH
population.
But he was convinced
that for the better educated and those with “financial resources” there was not
so much change with age. Changes related to memory and higher cognitive
function, in better- educated people, occurred much later. Experience,
wisdom, “the over-view of a situation” were all important. And the pre-frontal
cortex was important as an overseer of long-term memory and experience. In
people in their forties, fifties and sixties this overseer function was better than
in younger people. But as one got older so health factors sometimes
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intervened and the wisdom that one might have as an older person was
compromised by health problems.
Jarl Bengtsson congratulated Dr. Jolles on his presentation and thought it a
study that would be useful for many ministers of education to hear. He had
two questions:
1 With regard to the sample of 1840 people: was this group broken down
by ethnic group or culture?
2 Following on from Dr. Ito’s question: do you have any plans to research
factors that may improve with age?
Dr. Jolles replied that the group wholly comprised people of Caucasian origin.
As to the second question: they were also working on “incidental learning” –
which improved with age – but the data were not yet available. But it was an
interesting research area. Working with groups of different ethnic origin was
also of importance for the future.
Dr. Werker said that she had recently met a biopsychologist, Martin Sarter,
who studied development of the acetylcholine system. [Professor Martin
Sarter, Department of Psychology, Ohio State University]. He had raised the
possibility that those who select to work in education or fields that require
abstract thinking may have “different brains to begin with”. Dr. Jolles replied
that this was a form of the nature-nurture debate, but there is research that
suggests it might be “the other direction”. Studies show that environmental
factors – nurture – are important for the expression of genetic information and
that the contribution of nurturing is larger than that for genetic factors. “I am
sure there may be something in what you say”, but the nurture factor may be
more important in other cases.
Bernard Hugonnier said that he had 
been interested by discussion of the 6WXGLHVIRUH[DPSOHRIFDGPLXP
effects of pesticides and chemical H[SRVXUHLQFKLOGUHQLQFLWLHV
products.
It may be possible to VXJJHVWHGZRUVWSHUIRUPDQFHRQ
believe that since most children live in FRJQLWLYHWHVWVDFURVV
VRFLRHFRQRPLFEDFNJURXQG6R
cities and cities are increasingly ³\HVSROOXWLRQLVVRPHWKLQJZH
polluted,
then
long-term
brain VKRXOGORRNDW´ 
performance may decrease.

Was this a view Dr. Jolles would support? And in the surveys you have
done have you compared [cognitive] performance in the countryside versus
that in cities? Dr. Jolles replied that in the data he had referred to about
pesticides: those exposed (farmers) had been living in the countryside. The
area for our study includes both countryside and town, so we plan to compare
people. But studies, for example, of cadmium exposure in children in cities
suggested worst performance on cognitive tests, across socio-economic
background. So “yes, pollution is something we should look at”.
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Hideaki Koizumi (left), Advanced Research Lab., Hitachi
Ltd.
)XQFWLRQDOUHRUJDQL]DWLRQLQGDPDJHGDJHGEUDLQV











)XQFWLRQDO UHRUJDQL]DWLRQ LQ GDPDJHG ROGHU EUDLQV LV D VLJQLILFDQW LVVXH
UHODWHGWRWKHUHKDELOLWDWLRQRIKLJKHURUGHUEUDLQIXQFWLRQV,WLVDOVRLPSRUWDQW
LQLQFUHDVLQJRXUXQGHUVWDQGLQJRIEUDLQSODVWLFLW\DQGIXQFWLRQDOFRQQHFWLYLW\
7KHUHRUJDQL]DWLRQRIWKHIXQFWLRQDODUHDVIRUVRPDWRPRWRUODQJXDJHDQG
SUHIURQWDO DVVRFLDWLRQ ZLOO EH VWXGLHG E\ DSSO\LQJ DGYDQFHG QRQLQYDVLYH
EUDLQIXQFWLRQDO DQDO\VLV PHWKRGV VXFK DV I1,56 IXQFWLRQDO QHDU LQIUDUHG
VSHFWURVFRS\ OLNH RSWLFDO WRSRJUDSK\  I05, IXQFWLRQDO PDJQHWLF UHVRQDQFH
LPDJLQJ DQG706 WUDQVFUDQLDOPDJQHWLFVWLPXODWLRQ 7KHSODVWLFLW\RIROGHU
EUDLQV ZLOO DOVR EH FRPSDUHG ZLWK \RXQJHU EUDLQV 7KH FULWLFDO SHULRG RI
IXQFWLRQDO UHRUJDQL]DWLRQ DIWHU EUDLQ LQMXU\ ZLOO EH LQYHVWLJDWHG IURP WKH
YLHZSRLQW RI PROHFXODU ELRORJ\ 7KLV LQYHVWLJDWLRQ ZLOO JLYH XV D
FRPSUHKHQVLYHFRQFHSWRISODVWLFLW\LQFOXGLQJWKDWLQWKHSUHQHRQDWDOVWDJH
7KH WUHQG RI DQ DJLQJ SRSXODWLRQ DQG GHFUHDVLQJ ELUWK UDWH LV SURJUHVVLQJ
UDSLGO\HVSHFLDOO\LQGHYHORSHGFRXQWULHV7KLVVWXG\ZLOOFRQWULEXWHWRIXUWKHU
XQGHUVWDQGLQJ RI SUREOHPV VXFK DV GHPHQWLD DVVRFLDWHG ZLWK DQ DJLQJ
SRSXODWLRQ DQG DVVLVW LQ LPSURYLQJ 42/ TXDOLW\ RI OLIH  IRU WKH VHQLRU
JHQHUDWLRQ
,Q WKLV PHHWLQJ ZH ZLOO SUHVHQW WKH VFRSH RI RXU UHVHDUFK SODQ DQG VRPH
SUHOLPLQDU\ UHVXOWV VXFK DV WKH REVHUYDWLRQ WKURXJK ORQJLWXGLQDO VWXGLHV  RI
IXQFWLRQDOUHRUJDQL]DWLRQRIGDPDJHGROGHUEUDLQV
Dr. Jolles asked if the method described were restricted in use to cortical
areas. Yes, but if one thinks of the differences, for example, between
chimpanzees and humans the difference is very much attributable to cortical
areas. That’s why we developed this kind of optical method. But the method
can be used with babies and neonates, because they can move around.
This is not the case with fMRI. We have already measured laterality of the
language area in neonates. Dr. Jolles replied that it was attractive to have
the mobility aspect of the method, but still thought it important to combine
structural imaging and functional data. Dr. Koizumi agreed and said, for this
reason, they were trying to combine the method with ultrasonic for babies,
since ultrasonic was very safe. But fMRI is possibly “too much” for
neonates.
Given the flexibility and mobility of optical topography, asked Bruno della
Chiesa, is there any reason to continue using fMRI in the study of the cortex.
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Will optical topography soon replace all other methods? Dr. Koizumi replied
that the weak point of the optical method was spatial resolution. Temporal
and spatial resolution are both important and the same process is performed
many times as part of brain observation, but the brain itself “is not static”. So
very high temporal resolution is necessary for the observation of real brain
function. X-rays, for example, have very high spatial resolution, but [are not
useful for observation] of the heart, for example, because it is always moving.
Brain function like heart function is always moving and changing. So
temporal resolution is the key to observing real brain function.
Dr. Cheour: I agree fMRI is a lot more 
harmful for infants, but MEG is not 0(*WKHRSWLFDOPHWKRGXWLOL]HV
harmful according to studies.
She SKRWRQVZLWKHQHUJ\RIOHVVWKDQ
asked about the safety of the optical RQHHOHFWURQ9ROWVRWKLVNLQGRI
method.
Dr. Koizumi agreed that SKRWRQZRXOGQRWGHVWUR\KXPDQ
WLVVXH  
MEG was a “nice method” and then
replied that the optical method they used utilized photons with energy of less
than one electron Volt. And the chemical bonding energy of tissues is more
than one electron Volt. So this kind of photon would not destroy human
tissue. In the case of ultra-violet light, this destroys tissue and causes
burning because the energy is several electron Volts.
The next questioner asked if the optical method could be used with deeper
areas of the cortex, for example the insula [located within the cerebral cortex
and associated with visceral function and integration of that part of the
nervous system that regulates involuntary action]. Dr. Koizumi replied that
sometimes they had difficulty observing such deep areas of the cortex, they
were able to obtain a good signal from the acoustic area and parts of the
visual cortex, but they had not tried with deeper areas of pre-frontal cortex,
and would like to try to do it. The second question was: how expensive was
it to use the optical device when compared to fMRI which was very expensive.
In principle, replied Dr. Koizumi, it should, as a semi-conductor device, be
very cheap. At present it was being used as a diagnostic tool in medicine
and was very large, but it costs about one-fifth of fMRI.
Stanley Colcombe for Arthur F. Kramer (U. Illinois, U.S.A.)
1HXURFRJQLWLYHGHFOLQHLQROGHUDGXOWVGHVFULSWLRQVDQGLQWHUYHQWLRQV


:HZLOOUHYLHZEULHIO\VRPHKLVWRULFDO
EDFNJURXQGRQPRGHOVDQGFRQFHSWVRI FDUGLRYDVFXODUILWQHVVSURYLGHVD
QHXURFRJQLWLYHDJLQJDQGWKHQWXUQWR SRZHUIXOPHFKDQLVPWRUHGXFH
ERWKVWUXFWXUDODQGIXQFWLRQDO
PRUHUHFHQWGHYHORSPHQWVLQ
GHFOLQHLQWKHDJLQJEUDLQ
QHXURFRJQLWLYHDSSURDFKHVWR
XQGHUVWDQGLQJWKHDJLQJEUDLQ  
Our research relevant to the OECD project is largely based on an integration
of the historical and current perspectives to both understand the nature of
cognitive GHFOLQH LQ ROGHU DGXOWV DQG WR GHYHORS LQWHUYHQWLRQDO DSSURDFKHV
WKDW PD\ KHOS WR PLQLPL]H RU DPHOLRUDWH WKHVH GHFOLQHV :H ZLOO UHYLHZ
VHYHUDO RI WKHVH UHVHDUFK SURMHFWV LQFOXGLQJ DQ H[DPLQDWLRQ RI WKH
QHXURIXQFWLRQDOVLJQDWXUHVRIROGHUDGXOWVZKRVKRZUHODWLYHO\OLWWOHGHFOLQHLQ
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H[HFXWLYH FRJQLWLYH IXQFWLRQLQJ WKH HIIHFWV RI FDUGLRYDVFXODU ILWQHVV RQ WKH
VWUXFWXUDO DQG IXQFWLRQDO LQWHJULW\ RI WKH ROGHU DGXOW FHQWUDO QHUYRXV V\VWHP
DQG WKH HIIHFWV RI FRJQLWLYH WUDLQLQJ RQ QHXUDO UHFUXLWPHQW LQ DQ ROGHU DGXOW
SRSXODWLRQ  %ULHIO\ VXPPDUL]HG WKH UHVXOWV RI RXU UHVHDUFK HQGHDYRUV LQ
WKLV DUHD VXJJHVW WKDW FRJQLWLYH WUDLQLQJ FDQ EH EHQHILFLDO WR EDVLF FRJQLWLYH
IXQFWLRQ LQ ROGHU DGXOWV DQG WKDW FDUGLRYDVFXODU ILWQHVV SURYLGHV D SRZHUIXO
PHFKDQLVPWRUHGXFHERWKVWUXFWXUDODQGIXQFWLRQDOGHFOLQHLQWKHDJLQJEUDLQ
Dr. Uylings asked if the high physical fitness and high mental fitness groups
were correlated. “We controlled for socio-economic status, health status – in
terms of hypertension, alcohol and caffeine consumption …” While there
was no task specific correlation, one of the basic predictions of the research,
Dr. Colcombe stated, was a correlation between physical and mental fitness.
The data presented, Dr. Uylings replied, did not specify the ages studied. Dr.
Colcombe replied that they were adults aged 55-79. It was a relatively high
age group. Dr. Uylings: “What was this group compared to?”. Dr.
Colcombe replied that there was no comparison: it was a “continuous metric
of age”, and a general linear model does not require a comparative group.
Dr. Uylings justified his approach by pointing to the existence of “huge,
inter-individual variability in aging”. It was more usual, he believed, when
researching morphometry to use groups that took this inter-individual
variability into account.
Dr. Werker then asked about the controls used:
In the hormone
replacement therapy studies had they controlled for socio-economic status
and education? Dr. Colcombe replied they had found no correlation
between them. Was that because variability within the group was so
reduced? Dr. Colcombe replied that would be his guess. Other studies
tended to be positively correlated. But the group was so tightly packed
“along those dimensions, there had been little systematic variability”.





Bruno della Chiesa (OECD/CERI, France) and Geoff Masters (Australian
Council for Educational Research)
6FLHQFHDQGHGXFDWLRQGLDORJXH
Bruno della Chiesa introduced Prof. Masters and asked him, “as a
newcomer” for his thoughts on the meeting.
Prof. Masters introduced himself as an 
:HZLOOEHOLYLQJLQDVRFLHW\WKDW
educator. As such he was interested
ZLOOEHLQFUHDVLQJO\ROGHUDQGD
in identifying what we know with
confidence about education that can be VRFLHW\WKDWZLOOVHHDQH[SORVLRQ
RINQRZOHGJH  6RHGXFDWRUV
passed to policy-makers and
QHHGHGWRWKLQNDERXWZKDWWKH\
practitioners to “improve learning
FRXOGGRWRSUHSDUHSHRSOHWR
outcomes”. He remarked that
RSHUDWHLQVXFKDZRUOG
education was sometimes thought
of as an industry, or as being formal schooling. But his focus as an educator
was learning in the wider sense. Whether this meant learning in early
childhood or throughout the lifespan. Within education “learning” meant the
development of knowledge, the development of skills and sometimes
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attitudes and skills, that we identify as important. Because of changing
demographics, we also needed to be particularly interested in the topic
covered in the morning session: learning in aging populations. Within the next
few decades in Australia, for example, there will be an explosion in the
numbers of people in their 70s, 80s and 90s. So maintenance of cognitive
function in aging populations, how we might slow decline, assist in recovery
of function, were important. We will be living in a society that will be
increasingly older and a society that will see an explosion of knowledge. So
educators needed to think about what they could do to prepare people to
operate in such a world.
Many people within the education community have, Prof. Masters continued,
tended to see the brain “as a black box”. The line of thinking of educators
was: “there is nothing we can do about biology and genetics” but “we can
change the contexts in which learning takes place, we can change
opportunities for learning, the kinds of experiences that we give people” and
try in this way to improve learning outcomes. As a community, educators
have also developed a belief that “what any one person can learn . . .
everybody else can learn given the right time and conditions”. This was
really more a matter of faith rather than solid, scientific evidence. Prof.
Masters then showed the audience a copy of a book that was of influence
among educators he knew: “How people learn”5. The book raises questions
about whether research findings in education and psychology should be
linked to neuroscience. One of the findings is that experts in particular
domains possess knowledge that is highly structured. Structured around
key ideas, principles or concepts. Such structuring allows experts to
recognize meaningful patterns of information and is important to learning. It
is very important, therefore, that teachers recognize that learners, children or
older people, are constantly engaged in this structuring process. Another
important concept was that people should monitor their own learning. The
“whole concept of meta-cognition, being aware of oneself as a learner, is
thought important, but he wondered what support there was for this in brain
science. He was unsure himself of what sort of questions it was reasonable
to ask of the scientific community. What he was interested in was
research-based information that he could take back to policy makers and
practitioners.

5
How people learn: brain, mind, experience and school, John D. Bransford ,
Anne L. Brown and Rodney Cocking, editors, Washington: National Academy Press,
1999.
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Bruno della Chiesa thanked Prof.
%UDLQUHVHDUFKHUVDUHEDVLFDOO\
Masters then remarked that dialogue
LQWHUHVWHGLQGHVFULELQJUHDOW\ 
between the two areas, education and
brain science, was difficult for a number (GXFDWRUVDUHEDVLFDOO\LQWHUHVWHG
LQLQWHUYHQWLRQ
of reasons, but brain science“is
basically a descriptive. . . discipline”. 
Brain researchers are basically interested in describing realty. Educators
are basically interested in intervention. What can brain scientists say that
Prof. Masters can take back to practitioners and others?

Dr. Jolles discussed the structuring of knowledge: knowledge on the one
hand and processing on the other: both for children and adults we can clarify
how to use knowledge as well as possible. This is certainly true for children
4-10 and for those 13-20. Children don’t know how to use the knowledge
they have. With computer assisted learning, for example: computers have
to be fed rules. People have different strategies for knowledge processing,
liguistic, for example, or visual. Let us make these strategies explicit. This
would be a good interface for learning and brain sciences.
Bruno della Chiesa said he had a very specific question following on from
something Dr. Jolles had said earlier about education protecting against
decline. “Does this have to do with density of synapses?” The second
question was related to reduction of synaptic density: did this lead to onset of
decline? Was decline thus related to primary, secondary and tertiary
education: did the benefits of this remain for the whole of life? Or was it that
the more educated one was the more intellectually challenging life was likely
to be? So the challenge and not the earlier education kept one cognitively fit?

Dr. Jolles said it was a very nice
.QRZLQJUHTXLUHVZRUGVDQG
question and Bruno della Chiesa had
ZRUGVUHTXLUHVOHDUQLQJ
interpreted correctly in listening to his
talk earlier. Dr. Jolles did think that
education gave rise to increase in and efficiency of “relations between cells more spines (8-10,000 per cell) - better efficiency of transmission.” When
there are more spines, there are more to spare. Education acts, therefore,
to give you more resources. Language teaching in an abstract sense –
words to describe sensations and feelings, for example, represented knowing.
Knowing requires words and words requires learning. That was a major
problem in our society: the “zapping society”: “zapping from TV channel to TV
channel”. Both children and adults have insufficient time to go deeper into
more abstract words.
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Dr. Ito raised a second way of looking
at the problem. The first was to load the EUDLQFDSDFLW\LVOLPLWHG±LI\RX
ILOOXS>WKHEUDLQ@DWDQHDUO\VWDJH
brain at an early stage of life. But
RIOLIHWKHQWKHUHLVQRURRP
“brain capacity is limited – if you fill up
ODWHU
[the brain] at an early stage of life then
there is no room . . . later”. 
He quoted a Japanese proverb: “great talent grows very slowly”. Children
who are geniuses later become mediocre people. This latter hypothesis is
grounded in the hypothesis of a psychological module system, according to
which the brain has a limited number of modules. It is not of limitless
capacity. This is an important issue and one has to be careful about it.

Bruno della Chiesa recalled a remark of Montaigne: “Il veut meilleur avoir une
tete bien fait qu’ un tete bien plein”: “it is better to have your head well
organized rather than full”.
Emile Servan-Schreiber then asked Dr. Ito what he meant by brain capacity
being limited. Was there evidence suggesting that it was possible to cram
only so many skills into one brain? Dr. Ito replied that again this was a very
vague hypothesis, but the cerebral cortex has about 100,000 columns [a
column, that is, of functionally similar neurons: the size of a macro-column is
about 0.4-1.0 mm across]. It represented enormous functional capacity, but
was still limited. Furthermore, in the human cerebellum – which is divided
into micro-zones rather than columns – there are only 5000 such units.
Dr. Hensch remarked that one piece of evidence in support of Dr. Ito’s
proposal comes from bi-lingual speakers. Recent imaging studies indicate
that people who learn two languages before the age of twelve use the same
area of cortex, but those who learn after 12 use multiple areas. The latter
situation is possibly less efficient. This sort of information may lead to the
development of new learning strategies. We may need to think of new ways
of training adults [learning languages] to activate the same area. Perhaps
this is not even possible. It may only be possible during the so-called
“critical period”.
These kind of data would be interesting for future
education.

According to Manfred Spitzer, Bruno
ODQJXDJHOHDUQHUVZKRGRQRW
della Chiesa remarked, owls just after
SUDFWLFHDSDUWLFXODUODQJXDJHIRU
birth, use vision to adapt the auditory
DORQJZKLOHFDQUHGLVFRYHUWKH
systems for location of prey. If fitted
with polarized glasses with a 15 degree VNLOOLQDVKRUWWLPHZKHQLQD
VLWXDWLRQZKHUHWKLVODQJXDJHLV
shift, the owls cannot properly locate
XVHG
prey. When the glasses are removed
the owls compensate and correct for the shift. When re-fitted with glasses
later in life the birds again adapt. This re-discovery of a silent system may
be compared to the situation with language learners who do not use a
particular language for a long while, then -when in a situation where it is used
- re-discover the skill in a short time. Is it possible to have an educational
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technique to enable re-discovery of silent skills?
The research referred to by Dr. Spitzer, 
was, Dr. Hensch explained, carried out LWLVSRVVLEOHWR³SLFNXSWULFNV´WR
WUDLQWKHDGXOWEUDLQ
by Eric Knudsen [Prof. Eric Knudsen:
Department of Biology, Stanford],
and “the story has become much more interesting in the past few months”.
The work is on the tectum of the barn owl.
Dr. Hensch said, when he
spoke about it in Japanese he used the phrase “mitsugo-no-tamashi”: “ the
spirit of the three year old”. We all remember, for some reason, even in old
age, what we learned when we were three years old. This is a clear
example of “circuits that are etched into the brain” that even though dormant
can be re-activated under the same environmental conditions. What you did
not make clear in describing the owl study, he explained, is that if the owls
are given different goggles – with different visual alteration – then they cannot
adapt because they are beyond their critical period for learning. The exciting
part is: in September [Prof. Knudsen] published a paper using untrained adult
birds and goggles of extreme shift; perhaps 25% proved too extreme. But,
he reported, some adult birds could adapt as well as young birds if glasses of
incremental shift - 5 degrees, 5 degrees and so on - were used. It does
show, if one understands the young developmental process, it is possible to
“pick up tricks” to train the adult brain. In the experiment, Prof. Knudsen
used no pharmacological intervention: it was “just an incremental training
paradigm”. A final point: the reason why multiple maps can exist in these
birds is growth of new synapses”. These are inhibitory synapses: so if there
are multiple maps in the brain, then the map that is relevant must inhibit the
other maps.
In adults the inactive map is inhibited by GABAergic
connections.
With reference to metacognition: Denis Ralph gave an account of a
programme in Australia called "learning to learn". This required that
teachers and students be aware of metacognition. So from an early age
children had a "window" on their own learning. This benefited both children
and teachers who were motivated by a clearer view of the learning process.
In those schools that were part of the "learning to learn" programme morale
among teachers was also higher.
With reference to the book, "How people learn" [see above]. A major
contributor to the book, present at an earlier meeting organised by RIKEN
Brain Science Institute, was Dr. Rodney Cocking; who had recently died.
And Denis Ralph wanted to acknowledge Dr. Cocking's contribution to
education.
Bruno della Chiesa added that Rod [Cocking] was one of the first people to
support the OECD/CERI project from the beginning.
Janet Werker addressed her first remark to Takao Hensch: there was imaging
data to suggest that an expert second language user did use the same brain
areas as with his or her first language - even if the second language were
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learned later in life. Therefore "the story isn’t over yet with respect to brain
imaging" of language learning expertise. Dr. Werker then referred to data
she herself had collected while still a graduate student: these related to
subjects in Vancouver with exposure to Hindi in the first two years of life.
For some reason this exposure had stopped around the age of two. As
adults these subjects were more likely to achieve better results on Hindi
sound tests. Generally speaking the challenge for learning was to know
when to allow exposure to a language and how to time inhibition of [unwanted
categories] as learning progressed.
She then went on to share an anecdote with the meeting. On first visiting
Japan she was "struck by the years and years of training that people will go
through to achieve high levels of expertise". That did not occur in North
America: people wanted to master things instantly. Possibly we miss
something in that rush for instant mastery. Perhaps we need all those 5
degree changes like the Knudsen barn owls. The gist of the story was that
she had returned to taking piano lessons - after 20 years: in playing the piano
in the intervening period her hand positions had become poor. Her level of
expertise in the pieces she could play was low. In taking lessons again she
was playing much simpler pieces. And focusing on tiny changes in hand
position.
Bruno della Chiesa then suggested, with regard to learning and timing, that
this was an area in which brain research may contribute to education. One
of the main problems for students was that everything was organised around
examinations and cramming for examinations. Was this what we wanted?
Could we organise our examination system better to reward slower, surer
learning? Bruno della Chiesa then said that he had stopped playing the
piano at 7, because he had a younger brother of 5, who was much better.
Thus he had lost both motivation and pleasure in music. But he said he
would start again.
With regard to examinations: Prof. Masters said he thought if examinations
were of the [learn and forget] type then they were not focussed on real
learning. Examinations needed to tap into deep understanding of concepts.
A further problem, Bruno della Chiesa said, was that in France, for example,
students were not allowed to take any sort of information with them into an
examination. What situation in life is like that? Imagine being asked to
solve a problem at work without free recourse to necessary information.
Dr. Cheour added that it was very unusual for anyone in real life to ask a
question to which the answer was: a, b, c or d. She was disappointed that
American universities, in particular, did this rather than asking people to write
essays giving their own opinions. As to language processing: that the
processing should occur in the same areas was a sign of expertise.
Expertise also meant that one tended to use fewer areas of the brain rather
than more. As to "training" people to learn a language: with infants this was
a matter of maintaining an ability they already had. And not all languages
were equally difficult or easy with respect to the same features: sounds close

FIRST LLLN MEETING, 10th and 11th December, 2002, Yokohama: BSI (RIKEN) and OECD/CERI

33
to those of our own native language archetypes were more difficult to
discriminate later in life.

Dr. Koizumi said he considered
motivation the most important aspect of )URPDEUDLQVFLHQFHSRLQWRI
YLHZFXOWLYDWLRQRIPRWLYDWLRQLV
learning. For example: Dr. Werker’s
motivation for taking lessons again was YHU\LPSRUWDQW
connected with the fact, he knew,
that she had just received a new piano. Loss of motivation was common in
education these days. From a brain science point of view, cultivation of
motivation was very important.

Bruno della Chiesa believed that if one person was able to learn something
then "probably everybody, as Prof. Masters had indicated, is able to learn the
same thing". Not within the same time frame, or in the same way. He
would like the brain researchers to comment on this since motivation is
related to pleasure. Providing pleasure to learn is there. is everything
learnable?
Dr. Uylings rephrased the question to ask: "Can anybody become an
Einstein?" The implication is that everybody is able to master higher
mathematics, for example.
Prof. Masters acknowledged that at
each end of the range of achievable
learned skills there were one or two
exceptions. But those who supported
the idea would say that for 95% of the
population, things were learnable given
and so on.


IRURIWKHSRSXODWLRQVNLOOV
ZHUHOHDUQDEOHJLYHQWKHULJKW
FRQGLWLRQVDQGPRWLYDWLRQ

the right conditions and motivation

Bruno della Chiesa replied that as far as he was concerned there was nothing
against the idea that most people can learn things given the right motivation
and opportunity. Was he correct in thinking this?
Dr. Cheour said that for adults language learning was difficult, but not that
much more difficult than for younger people.
END OF SESSION III
Takao Hensch , BSI, Japan: chair
)XWXUHVWUDWHJ\PHHWLQJ
Dr. Hensch reminded the meeting that its purpose was "the creation of a new
way of thinking. Perhaps because we are at the beginning, there is a sense
of frustration on both sides of the divide. The answers are not there yet.".
He then listed five points for attention:
1
Clarification of complexity,
2
Dissemination of information,
3
Research collaboration,
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4
5

The development and ethical supervision of novel research,
Logistical management of 1) to 4) above, with commitment to a
second meeting in the early part of December 2003.

Clarification of complexity: many terms such as "learning" or "critical period"
were being used at different levels. For someone studying plasticity at a
synaptic level "learning" did not mean the same thing as it did for someone
teaching in the classroom. "Critical period" was another such phrase. But
each brain function has a critical period and higher cognitive functions are a
combination of such critical periods. So we need to break these issues
down into discrete parts. Thousands of such words were "thrown about
casually" but needed rigorous definition. There was also much information
out in the field; in education, for example, where teaching in the classroom
might be regarded as experiments in training young brains. Basic brain
researchers are often not in touch with this information. Even within
neuroscience there are large databases that rarely "intermesh". For example
cognitive psychology has a long history of dealing with concepts and
principles that often shares terms with cellular neuroscience.
But
neuroscientists are dealing with specific cellular/molecular events - so there is
confusion. Even for neuroscientists it would be good to link these large pieces
of information. Everyone knows of the problem, but we need to take practical
measures to solve it. Who is going to collect this information? What are the
terms that we really need to define? Can we come up with a lexicon of key
terminology? Before opening up the topic for further discussion Dr. Hensch
introduced Dr. Michael Miller from (BSI, Japan) who would write the report on
the meeting.
Professor Lenz said that he would first like to comment on discussion of
complexity: in Europe, he explained, there was no single use of the term
"lifelong learning": perhaps a glossary of terms reflecting these cultural
differences would be a useful approach.
Dr. Uylings added that in the clinical sciences there were consensus
conferences: this would apply to a clinical, scientific topic like "dementia":
what it was, what we could do about it and so on. We could do this for
topics at our own meetings.
Dr. Werker asked if it were possible to agree these terms at a broad level
then go on to specify how they were utilised within a particular field of study.
She did not think agreement of such global terms would be too difficult. The
nuances of use would be important. How they were used and if they were
used "responsibly".
Dr. Ito observed that brain science had 
LQWHUDFWLRQZLWKLQIRUPDWLRQ
been interacting with other fields of
VFLHQFHURERWLFVEURXJKWLQD
research for several decades. Firstly
with clinical medicine, and twenty years ORWRIQHZWHUPVDQGFRQFHSWV
ago terms from clinical medicine 
including those from psychiatry were unfamiliar. Now neuroscientists were
familiar with these terms and concepts. Again interaction with information
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science - robotics - brought in a lot of new terms. Education seems to be
tough because it is a new field, but he had found - in the open lecture two
days earlier - many members of the audience had been familiar with terms
such as "critical period". So brain science concepts were spreading and it
just needed a little more effort to facilitate their acceptance. He did not
consider the gap too great. Perhaps on the educational side there should be
more effort to spread understanding of terminology.
Bernard Hugonnier thought what was being suggested was the right
approach. Links also needed making with psychologists. Policy makers, in
particular, had been drawing much of their information from psychological
work. He also asked if we should ask further questions: what are the main
issues as far as lifelong learning is concerned? What are the main
challenges for educators and policy makers?
The OECD had some
expertise in this area and knew the main questions.
Dr. Shunichi Amari reminded the meeting that when talking of agreed
meanings for certain terms, such as "critical period" there exist many different
mechanisms and key differences in their involvement as to age and task.
Emile Servan-Schreiber said that, as a psychologist, he thought most
problems with a lexicon would come about in combining the "vocabulary of
psychology with that of neurobiology". For example: "short term memory" in
psychology means a few seconds while in neurobiology it denotes a few
hours or days. But combining education and neurobiology will probably be
easier. "Plasticity" means nothing in education and "intelligence" means
nothing in neurobiology. So it should be "pretty easy".
Dr. Ito said that in brain science when we referred to learning we generally
used the psychological definition. Any experienced- based change of
behaviour was termed "learning".
In education, "learning" signified the
acquirement of some new knowledge.
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Professor Lenz suggested that the way
forward with lexicology may be not to
close gaps between disciplines, but to
reveal differences and contradictions
and then to move on. 


WKHZD\IRUZDUGZLWK³OH[LFRORJ\´
PD\EHQRWWRFORVHJDSVEHWZHHQ
GLVFLSOLQHVEXWWRUHYHDO
GLIIHUHQFHVDQGFRQWUDGLFWLRQV
DQGWKHQWRPRYHRQ


Dr Werker thought this a good idea. She also indicated that terms were use
differently not just between disciplines, but within a discipline. For example:
"habituation" was used differently by researchers within psychology. At one
level it meant "a decline in responsiveness" and at another it meant
dishabituation within a given domain of behaviour. But beginning the
dialogue on terms was important.
Dr. Hensch agreed that confronting complexity was important. Perhaps the
best way of proceeding was to ask educators to provide a list of terms they
thought needed defining.
Jarl Bengtsson made two points: firstly, a transdisciplinary approach to
research was extremely important.
If one looked at research and
development in OECD countries, most of it was in the private sector: about
70%. This private sector research was largely transdisciplinary research.
Secondly, someone mentioned John Bruer’s, book, "Education and the brain:
a bridge too far”, and Bruer's view was: the bridge would be difficult to cross
without "capitalising" on the discipline of cognitive psychology. It is important,
therefore, that cognitive psychologists are involved in the network.
Dr. Hensch said he was not familiar with the book "How people learn . . ."
[see above] which had already been referred to in the meeting and he
wondered how much research already existed, that identified key concepts in
learning.
Bruno della Chiesa reported that the network had a difficult experience with
this in Granada two years earlier: one practitioner at that meeting had
produced a book - representing his view of the importance of neuroscience to
education - but the reaction from researchers was "quite explosive", and they
had decided at that stage it was "a bridge too far".
Professor Lenz wanted to refer to Professor Spitzer's new book [title not
given] which was available in German and in preparation in English.
Professor Lenz and Bruno della Chiesa both thought the book very valuable.
Dissemination of information:
In opening the discussion, Dr. Hensch referred to network members'
obligation to produce a publication after three years explaining what
educators and neuroscientists had learned from each other. A lexicon would
be a start. For basic researchers it was equally important to publish review
articles related to this research; especially if it involved experimental work.
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One idea was to persuade a major science journal to dedicate a special issue
to it. Such an approach would increase researcher’s motivation and have a
bigger impact on the debate. A second idea was a web site incorporating a
tool box. A place where anyone can go and get information. Something
that is updated often and based on the latest research. "We then have to
consider what is a reliable result in terms of research". A third issue is
dealing with the mass media. We have all experienced this: we have a
finding, which is captured in a news item or grossly exaggerated as to its
importance. What is the best way to combat this? One idea was that we
should collaborate with an information provider such as NHK [Nippon Hoso
Kyokai: Japanese national television]. Have them follow us and describe
what we are doing. All of these suggestions are geared towards reaching
the widest audience possible, in as many OECD countries as possible, and
outside the OECD. Perhaps the service we can provide is a demonstration
of the difficulty of this bridge-building; rather than a quick result. In
discussion of point 5 , “Logistical management”, I am going to ask you when
you think this can be done. We all think it a good idea someone should do it,
but how can we do it? Perhaps I can ask Emile for his views, since he has
been thinking about the web site, I know.
Emile Servan-Schreiber replied that the plan for the OECD web site was to
have something established by summer 2003; possibly by July. The
material to be included was still not agreed. The idea was to update the site
as the network meetings proceeded. The OECD would be relying on
researchers to update news of work going on in the networks. Not only in the
form of published papers, but possibly pre-prints or lab reports. The idea
being to turn these into something readable for the general public and policy
makers. He wanted to stress that the OECD could not wait for researchers
to publish results in review journals. This might be a problem and we need to
discuss this. Obviously we need information within the next two years. We
can have people look into your labs, interview you about progress and the
sorts of questions you are addressing. At the same time we do not want to
interfere with your ability to publish in professional journals.
Janet Werker replied that she was "trying to be sympathetic". Firstly, the
idea of even contributing to an OECD report made her feel unhappy because
she felt she could only write so much a year. Additional writing impacted
research. "You need an OECD report, we need peer-review articles."
Secondly, she did not mind discussing work in progress, but did not want it
entered into any kind of permanent archive until it passed through
peer-review.
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7KH2(&'LVEDVLFDOO\LQWHUHVWHG
Bruno della Chiesa replied: "Do not
LQSUDFWLFDODSSOLFDWLRQVRI
worry!" The OECD had learned that
the only way of proceeding with such a UHVHDUFKUHVXOWV
project was "not to bother the
scientists" with anything not directly linked to research. Scientists will not be
asked to write anything directly for the publication planned for 2005. Since
the OECD is basically interested in practical applications of research results,
we would not be interested in taking scientific research as such and
publishing it on the web site. There is both a "digesting process" and a
"feedback mechanism" involved in this dissemination of information. "In my
opinion, there is no risk there." We might. from time to time, send an
interviewer to you, a science writer, but we won’t bother you in your research.
"Nothing more than that."

Denis Ralph raised again the subject of the book, "How people learn . . ." with
respect to the OECD web site as a means of disseminating information about
brain science and learning. In Australia, the book had been used in many
school districts. And in the USA a book had been published of teachers’
responses to "How people learn . . .". Members of the present meeting
might like to look at that follow-up report in addition to the original volume.

3HUKDSVWKH2(&'VKRXOGFUHDWH
DGD\IRUOHDUQLQJDURXQGWKH
ZRUOG

Masao Ito then described the role of
"World Brain Awareness Week": it is
held in March each year. At BSI about
fifty high schoo l students were usually
invited to see what is going on in the institute. However, we found that
teachers wanted to join the project: they did not want to be less
knowledgeable than their pupils. “So last year we invited only teachers.”
The aim is to teach people how modern neuroscience proceeds. Perhaps
the OECD should create a day for learning around the world.
Professor Lenz remarked that as a member of a traditional European
university he believed in research and lecturing: "if we want to create a new
field we have to create a new student body". Why don't we establish an
international summer school? Why don't we think about an e-learning
course?
Dr. Tanaka said he found review articles written by scientists too difficult for
the general public, whereas such articles written by professional science
writers tended to be very good. Perhaps we should ask a high school
teacher to spend a sabbatical year, travelling around the world, interviewing
neuroscientists in order to write about their work.
Dr. Hensch agreed with the idea of a science writer and put the suggestion
back to Emile Servan-Schreiber. It sounded as if the site would be up and
running soon, but he appreciated Janet Werker's honest response. We are
all busy and facing a lot of competition. And science writers were usually
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better at the job of disseminating information about research. A possibility
might be to have interviewers coming around in order to have the information
put on the website for educators at all levels. Questions arising might be
posted on the website. A large part of the problem is that there is interest,
but we don’t know what questions need to be asked.
Bruno della Chiesa replied that this was exactly what they had in mind. As
to Dr. Ito’s suggestion: an early idea had been to organize a world brain
forum, the time was not ripe for this, but he personally kept the idea very
much in mind. Perhaps that might be a phase three project.
Janet Werker recalled the work of the Orton Dyslexia Society [now the
International Dyslexia Association: see details above with website address]:
they publish a journal, have meetings including scientists, educators and
parents of teachers with reading difficulties. So the models for co-operation
do exist.
Takao Hensch reminded the meeting that BSI had been running a summer
program for a number of years, and the topic for 2003 was "nurturing the
brain". This was the first time that the topic was so "all encompassing", so it
would be interesting to see who would come. Dr. Hensch raised again the
topic of publicity and controlling the output of information from the network.
Emile Servan-Schreiber suggested that the science writers employed by the
network might be involved in this to the extent that information from the
networks might be published in scientific journals providing sufficient space to
explain complexity and "not betray the work that is being done".
Dr. Hensch then asked if the OECD were interested in developing tools,
computer games or learning materials, for example, or were they reliant upon
others doing this?

WKHLGHDLVWRKDYHWRROV
GHYHORSHGE\VFLHQWLVWVRQDZHE
VLWHGLDJQRVLVDQGUHPHGLDWLRQ
WRROVIRUH[DPSOH

Bruno della Chiesa replied that the idea
was not only to disseminate information
and have feedback, but also to have
tools developed by scientists on the
web site: diagnosis and remediation
tools, for example. The literacy network intends to do something like that for
dyslexia as soon as the web site is operational. I do not know if this network
can produce tools of that kind.
Dr. Hensch then asked how familiar the media were with the fact that the
OECD was doing this kind of research. Can links be made so that when
issues of brain science and learning arise, members of the media first turn to
the OECD for information?
Jarl Bengtsson replied that he thought the OECD was doing quite a good job
at the moment. The book published earlier by the OECD, "Understanding
the brain . . ." (see footnote 4) was already being noticed.
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The book, Bruno della Chiesa added, was released in September [2002] in
both French and English. The German translation is finished, the Spanish
translation is due at the end of December [2002], the Japanese translation is
under way, we are discussing Chinese, Russian, Korean, Polish, Italian is
already underway, Portuguese and so on. We were happy that our
publications department reacted to the book immediately. The book was
mainly going into OECD languages, aside from Chinese and Russian, but he
would be pleased to have a copy into Arabic too. As a model for future
publications it was a good one.
Bernard Hugonnier added they had other resources for providing the mass
media with information: the first was policy briefs: these were widely
distributed in the world in French and English. It was the intention to have
one of these on brain research. There was also a magazine, “The OECD
Observer”: it was the intention to have one or two articles in this magazine in
the following year. There was also a forum organized at the same time as
the ministerial meeting in May or June. In the last forum we had a meeting
on brain science and it was the most successful and well attended.
Bruno della Chiesa confirmed the success of the forum and said he was now
discussing a follow-up for the forum in 2003.
Following a suggestion by Janet Werker that there be some formal contact
with schools on explaining brain science, Bruno della Chiesa, reminded the
meeting that those who could explain research interestingly, such as good
science writers, were difficult to find. If both scientists and educators
identified a person as being good at explaining such matters then "we have
certainly found the right person". Approval of one community is not enough.
Whoever we recruit must be approved by both sides.


3DUHQWVDUHDOVRWKHYHU\ILUVW
Dr. Vouloumanos said she wanted to
³LQWHUYHQWLRQ´  2QHFDQQRW
highlight the importance of the web
site.
Many of the parents whom they RYHUHVWLPDWHWKHLPSRUWDQFHRI
encountered in their child studies asked WKHZHEVLWHDVDGLVVHPLQDWRURI
LQIRUPDWLRQ>WRSDUHQWV@
about basic matters connected with
language acquisition and neuroscience. Parents are also the very first
“intervention”. One cannot overestimate the importance of the web site as a
disseminator of information.

Dr. Hensch said all these suggestions were useful and the science writer idea
needed acting upon immediately. We would like the information up on the
web site. We would like someone to come round to interview us. He
thought it would take perhaps a year for "us to get things together". His own
hope was that this network would lead to novel research. With regard to the
ten questions listed in the OECD booklet: some were interesting and some, in
his opinion, too general. But the web site would provide more imput.
Bruno della Chiesa agreed the ten questions were too broad to be addressed
as such, but they believed these questions were very important and thought it
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part of the responsibility of scientists to look at these questions and use them.
We are looking to you to shape answers to these or related questions.
Dr. Hensch then read the ten questions to the meeting as a reminder:
1
What is the balance between nature and nurture in the promotion of
successful learning?
2
How important are the early years to successful lifelong learning?
3
How significant is the distinction between “natural development” and
“cultural education”?
4
If the distinction is significant, how can we best promote these two
types of learning – “natural development” and “cultural education”?
5
How far is the successful learning of specific attitudes, skills and
knowledge age-related?
6
Why is remedial education so difficult?
7
What can be said about different “styles of learning”?
8
What is intelligence?
9
What is emotional intelligence?
10
How does motivation work?
Dr. Wolpert asked to comment on the ten questions: he said that for scientists
specific questions with yes-no answers were better than grey-scale questions
such as "how important is . . .". Such questions were going to be very hard
to answer.
Professor Lenz replied that perhaps it was better to regard these as research
themes rather than specific research questions. And he would like to add
one: "What sort of abilities do self-directed learners need?".
Emile Servan-Schreiber added that, with regard to the nature-nurture
discussion, the educational community was often ignorant about the
biological bases of learning. Some people still believed that everything is
environment – because that was the politically correct attitude. So brain
science certainly had a lot to say about this; even if it were "grey".
Dr. Hensch thought such questions could equally well be answered by
educators rather brain scientists. If educators and neuroscientists were to
answer the same questions on the same website it would be valuable.
Jarl Bengtsson said that if one looked at educational research for answers to
these ten questions one could not find clear answers. The reason they were
raised in the book [by Sir Christopher Ball] was that perhaps the new
discipline of brain science could provide some new insight into what decades
of educational R&D had not been able to provide. But it would be useful to
have a clear summary for scientists of what educational research did say
about certain topics.
Janet Werker said that she had been stimulated to think about the
educational aspects of her research and perhaps it was a good idea for
scientists to be interviewed soon after this network meeting for their thoughts
- rather than later when they were immersed in the details of their scientific
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work.
Geoffrey Masters commented that educational research had been productive
in looking at the early years of childhood. It was established that parents
were very important, for example, in the acquisition of reading ability. It was
also known that the manipulation of objects was important to acquisition of
mathematical skills. It would be interesting to know if these matters could be
connected to brain research.
Dr. Hensch recounted his own experience in taking his children to a day care
centre in Japan and in not knowing if the method of managing the center in
Japan was superior for the children to the way things were managed in other
countries. This point was followed by Dr. Uylings who said such a study
would be valuable since social interaction in such centres varied greatly from
country to country.
Jarl Bengtsson thought this an important discussion: particularly the difficult
matter of the social ideologies behind different educational R&D methods.
For example the OECD had published a major report on day care: "Starting
strong". There was very heavy criticism of the report from the USA; that
saw the report as being insufficiently "science based". "Bridges can be
made", but we should be aware of the difficulties.

/LIHORQJOHDUQLQJLVQRWDQ
DFDGHPLFGLVFLSOLQHLW VDQHZ
DSSURDFKWRVRFLHWDOGHPDQG

Professor Lenz wanted to clarify the
position of education as an academic
discipline: pedagogy as a discipline
had begun about two hundred years
before and then become educational science fifty years ago using more
empirical methods - especially in Europe. And about thirty years ago
continuing education was established as an academic discipline. Lifelong
learning is not an academic discipline - it’s a new approach to "societal
demand".
Discussion then turned on collaboration between network members and
sharing of databases; with respect to ensuring the quality of data made
available. Emile Servan-Schreiber suggested that the setting up of e-mailing
lists via OECD might facilitate initial communication between researchers. Dr.
Hensch then moved discussion forward to:
Development and ethical supervision of novel research:
Certain issues had been touched upon in the earlier London meeting, but had
not properly surfaced here:
1

Ethical considerations: this is applied neuroscience; for the first time
and on a large scale.
It is probably wise to have some
consideration of the ethical issues: for example, it had been asked,
"Is it possible to extend the critical period?" That was scientifically
fascinating. But what did it really mean for human beings?
Another aspect of the same issue is that if one placed too much
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emphasis upon a critical period’s importance [and timing] then
parents may lose hope if they have a child [whose development
does not fit the critical period model]. "Hope-giving" was important
and we ought to consider it. Any potential policy recommendations
may also have implications fifty years from now. In the USA
bio-ethics - specifically related to neuroscience - is now a hot topic.
2

Issues such as attention or motivation came up in the London
meeting, but are not specifically addressed in our network.
Nutrition and brain function was another topic.
- Dr. Uylings injerjected that motivation, nutrition and sleep were all
variables taken into account in the study he was involved in. A
further topic was development of mind or further cognitive function.

Janet Werker remarked that she had collaborated a little with a bio-chemist
looking at the early effects of nutrition. First of all, work on baby formula was
"incredibly political" and what could be called by that name was a matter of
contention. And the researcher with whom she had co-operated was looking
for protocols and tasks. Janet Werker had worked out a modus vivendi with
the nutritionist on sharing staff and so on. This was a way of participating in
such research without carrying it out in its entirity.
Jarl Bengtsson made two observations: on the ethical issue, this would
increase in importance as the network grew. The mass media would be very
much interested in the work from that point of view. He also referred to
Brian Appleyard’s book: "Staying human in the genetic future", which he
recommended because of its ethical sensitivity. The second observation
was strategic: of the three networks the first two were of particular importance
for younger people: this network may have to make a choice between
[developmental interests or later in life]. And the political community were
expecting a lot from the aging brain side of the work.
Professor Lenz wanted to stress the importance of self-directed learning and
the re-training of the brain. There is a "social gap" between trained and
untrained learners.
Bruno della Chiesa recounted that when OECD/CERI was considering the
networks, the possibility of a fourth (on emotion) was mooted. We did not
have the means to run more than three. But we did think emotion ought to
be addressed in each of the three. He was personally convinced that
motivation was the key to all learning. And he would like each of the players
involved in the network to take motivation into account.
Janet Werker remarked that rate of habituation in infancy and preference for
novelty both predict IQ up to age 12. This suggests intelligence is given and
measurable from birth. However experience with contigent interactions in
the laboratory or home suggests it influences both rate of habituation and
preference for novelty. This is motivation and relates to lifelong learning. It
effects how we proceed throughout life. For reasons like these she liked the
fact that this network was embracing lifelong learning: from conception to the
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end.

PRWLYDWLRQLVQRWDVLQJOH
TXDQWLW\DJURXSRIEUDLQ
VWUXFWXUHVLVLQYROYHG

Dr. Tanaka pointed out that motivation
was not "a single quantity": a group of
brain structures was involved. It is not
just the hypothalamus that is involved. 
He also recounted an experiment in which knock-out had been modelled, and
such mice were soon de-motivated. So neuroscience was beginning to
understand motivation. But there was not much work as yet on development
of motivation. So this would be a good focus for the sort of work to be done
in this network.
Finally, Dr. Hensch asked: "Who will do this work?"
As to clarification of
complexity the web site was obviously important. It could be used to start
the dialogue. He did not think a clear time frame could be constructed. We
have three years. The web site will exist in perhaps six months. Perhaps
the first task was recruitment of a scientific writer. We should also hold
another meeting - at the end of 2003 or beginning of 2004. How the meeting
would be organized would depend on how the web site operated. If it
generated lots of questions, perhaps that would be the launching point.
Another possibility would be to have a meeting of the same format, but allow
educators rather than scientists address the meeting. Any suggestions or
comments would be welcome. Is the idea of someone going around the
network interviewing do-able?
Bruno della Chiesa asked scientists at the meeting if such a person would
need to come around "physically" or was it possible to do part of it
electronically?
Dr. Cheour replied that she would prefer to work with someone there. Did it
have to be the same person? There was always more room for mistakes if
things were done entirely by email.
Dr. Uylings replied the best method was to meet. But another means of
carrying out the task would be for each country to invite a science writer
known to them to carry out the interviews. This would save on travelling
expenses.
Emile Servan-Schreiber, who had worked as a science journalist, remarked
that there was nothing to replace someone actually going into the lab. and
carrying out the interviews in person. Even though one had to prepare
carefully beforehand, by reading the papers and knowing about the work.
As to using several people for the task: that was acceptable too. It did not
have to be the same, globe-trotting, person. The OECD was thinking of
rewarding such writers on an article basis. They were not thinking of a
tenured job. So if scientists had names in mind, please inform the OECD.
Dr. Hensch said his own experience had been it was much better to speak to
someone. But he thought it better to have a person, who had also spoken to
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all of the other people: thus giving them a special perspective. If there were
many people in many countries they should collaborate on their interview
findings.
Janet Werker suggested asking NHK or a similar provider to support the
interview work as part of its potential coverage of the research.
Emile Servan-Schreiber reminded the meeting that the web site was intended
to promote the idea of the project. This would include publication of open
research questions. This would be like brain-storming: collecting ideas from
the scientific and educational communities. After related questions, he also
promised that OECD/CERI would set up a mailing list for each of the
networks early in 2003.
Jarl Bengtsson (OECD/CERI, France), Masao Ito (BSI, Japan), Bernard
Hugonnier (OECD/CERI, France) and Masayuki Inoue (MEXT, Japan)
&ORVLQJUHPDUNV

-DUO%HQJWVVRQ offered three observations in closing:
1

2

3

It is obviously going to take some time for the dialogue between
scientists and educators to yield results. We need patience if we
want a “quality product” in three years time.
He then mentioned William James work, “Talks to teachers on
psychology” [full title: “Talks to teachers on psychology and to
students on some of life’s ideals”, 1899] in which James said
“psychology is a science and teaching an art”. This is still how we
see things in education. I am not against teaching as an art, but
perhaps there could be more science. It is interesting to note that
spending on R&D in education, as a percentage of total spending on
education, is 0.25-30%. There is no other knowledge sector in the
modern economy that spends so little on research.
We all know that medicine and engineering, for example, have been
guided by the Newtonian paradigm: which has had enormous
success.
We also know of other paradigms such as that
represented by quantum physics. Dr. Koizumi, in his talk, brought
up the question: “why does the brain have dual functions?”.
Perhaps the answer to this question can be approached via a
Newtonian or quantum route, but this is a question for you to answer.
Thank you and good luck.

%HUQDUG +XJRQQLHU speaking as a representative of the management side
recalled that there were three main objectives for the programme and one
was to create a new community of interest, involving scientists, educators
and policy makers. We have made some useful progress. In attending the
meeting he had learned the following:
1

Scientists’ time was limited and neuroscientists were not necessarily
interested in applied research. Therefore some sort of interface
was needed between basic neuroscience and its potential
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applications.
2
A second problem concerned vulgarization of scientific results. The
solution being considered was to use scientific writers as a means of
communicating potentially useful findings. But we would need to be
prudent about what was being said. We must also guard against
taking specific, isolated findings and generalizing them into
educational policy.
3
It is encouraging to note that scientists too can be made more aware
of the potential “pertinence” and usefulness of their work. How was it
possible to raise the awareness of all those scientists engaged on
similar or related work?
4
On the education side, we should also be more precise about the
questions we wish to raise. We need to refine these broad
questions.
5
As Jarl Bengtsson had indicated, we must be patient. But policy
makers were not patient. They wanted a “silver bullet”. There is
an urgency about the many problems that exist. It is our job to
bring some answers to policy makers.
Bernard Hugonnier then expressed his gratitude to the RIKEN Brain Science
Institute, to MEXT and in particular to Drs. Ito and Hensch.
0DVDR ,WR concluded by saying that he would like to add one point: the
project was certainly a tremendous challenge for the educational community,
but it was also an equally great challenge to brain science. “Brain science”
covers a wider field than “neuroscience” because it includes information-type
research. It is said that our times are defined by genomic science, and we are
facing the “post-genomic” challenges. So people are turning from a
reductionist approach, cell to gene, to a reconstructive approach.
People dream of reconstructing cells from genetic blueprints, and more
ambitiously, the reproduction of living bodies. Brain science aims higher: it
aims at reproducing behaviour and, eventually, the mind. The present project
is therefore taking this reconstructive approach. About 60% of present-day
neuroscience is based upon highly reduced preparations such as tissue
culture, sliced brain tissues or simple animals such as nematode [structurally
simple parasitic worm containing about a 1000 somatic cells: see
www.nematode.unl.edu for a beguiling, guided tour of its scientific uses and
importance]. However, the final goal is to understand what is a human being,
and what is mind.
Dr. Ito then thanked the OECD for initiating such an ambitious project and for
joining the meeting. He also thanked MEXT, network members, the guest
speaker, Dr. Fukushima and all other participants in the project. Finally he
thanked members of the BSI staff for organizing the meeting so successfully.
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DECEMBER 10TH
09:00-09:30

Masao Ito (BSI, Japan), Bernard Hugonnier (OECD/CERI,
France) and Masayuki Inoue (MEXT, Japan)
2SHQLQJUHPDUNV
Gentaro Taga (U. Tokyo, Japan): chair



6HVVLRQ, 

/HDUQLQJLQLQIDQF\

09:30-10.00

Janet F. Werker (U. British Columbia, Canada)
%RRWVWUDSSLQJ IURP VSHHFK LQWR ODQJXDJH QHXUDO DQG
EHKDYLRXUDOIRXQGDWLRQV


10:00-10:30

10:30-11:00


11:00-11:30

11:30-13:00

Lunch

Risto Nätäänen and Marie Cheour (U. Helsinki, Finland)
6SHHFKVRXQGOHDUQLQJLQLQIDQWV
Frances Champagne for Michael J. Meaney (McGill U.,
Canada)
0DWHUQDO FDUH JHQH H[SUHVVLRQ DQG EUDLQ
GHYHORSPHQWHYLGHQFHIRU 
LQWHUJHQHUDWLRQDOHIIHFWV
Takao K. Hensch (BSI, Japan)
&ULWLFDOSHULRGPHFKDQLVPVIRU 
EUDLQGHYHORSPHQW
Bruno della Chiesa (OECD/CERI, France) and Werner
Lenz (U. Graz, Germany): moderators
6FLHQFHDQGHGXFDWLRQGLDORJXH

Keiji Tanaka (BSI, Japan): chair
6HVVLRQ,,

14:30-15:00


15:00-15:30
Cancelled

/HDUQLQJLQFKLOGKRRG
Harry B. M. Uylings (NIBR, Netherlands)
3KDVHV LQ GHYHORSPHQW DQG DJLQJ RI WKH KXPDQ
FHUHEUDOFRUWH[JHQHWLFLQIOXHQFHVRQKXPDQFRJQLWLYH
DELOLWLHV
John Gabrieli (Stanford U., U.S.A.)
'HYHORSPHQW RI FRJQLWLYH FRQWURO DQG HPRWLRQ
UHJXODWLRQLQFKLOGUHQ
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15:30-16:00

16:00-16:30

16:30-17:00

17:00-18:30

Kikuro Fukushima (Hokkaido U., Japan)
5ROH RI WKH IURQWDO FRUWH[ LQ VPRRWK WUDFNLQJ H\H
PRYHPHQWVLQWKUHHGLPHQVLRQDOVSDFH
Daniel Wolpert (Institute of Neurology, U.K.)
0RWRUVNLOOOHDUQLQJ
Bruno della Chiesa (OECD/CERI, France) for Manfred
Spitzer (U. Ulm, Germany)
7KHSK\VLFVDQGSK\VLRORJ\RIPXVLF
Reijo Laukkanen (National Board of Education, Finland)
and Emile Servan-Schreiber (OECD/CERI, France)
6FLHQFHDQGHGXFDWLRQGLDORJXH

Reception
DECEMBER 11th
Yasushi Miyashita (U. Tokyo): chair
6HVVLRQ,,,

/HDUQLQJDFURVVOLIH

09:30-10:00

Jellemer Jolles (U. Maastricht, Netherlands)
1HXURFRJQLWLYH IXQFWLRQ LQ D OLIH VSDQ SHUVSHFWLYH
UHODWLYH FRQWULEXWLRQ RI ELRORJLFDO DQG HQYLURQPHQWDO
LQIOXHQFHV


10.00-10:30

10.30-11:00

11:00-12.30

Hideaki Koizumi (Hitachi Ltd., Japan)
)XQFWLRQDOUHRUJDQL]DWLRQLQGDPDJHGDJHGEUDLQV
Stanley Colcombe for Arthur F. Kramer (U. Illinois, U.S.A.)
1HXURFRJQLWLYH GHFOLQH LQ ROGHU DGXOWV GHVFULSWLRQV
DQGLQWHUYHQWLRQV
Geoff Masters (Australian Council for Educational
Research Ltd.) and Bruno della Chiesa (OECD/CERI,
France): moderators
6FLHQFHDQGHGXFDWLRQGLDORJXH

Lunch
Takao K. Hensch (BSI, Japan): chair
)XWXUHVWUDWHJ\PHHWLQJ
14:00-16.30

(All)
2SHQGLVFXVVLRQ

16.30-17:00

Jarl Bengtsson (OECD/CERI, France), Bernard Hugonnier
(OECD/CERI, France), Masao Ito (BSI, Japan)
&ORVLQJUHPDUNV
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